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ABSTRACT 
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on changes beeween 1985 and 1986 in the income and poverty status of 
persons. SIPP data make it possible to gauge movement along the whole 
income distribution and into and out of poverty for the same persons 
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composition change and its impact on income and poverty status. 
Section 1, "Highlights," covers the following topics: (1) changes in 
income? (2) changes in income-to-poverty ratios? and (3) changes in 
poverty status. Section 2, "Year-To-Year Changes in Income: 1985-86," 
covers the following topics: (1) distribution of family or individual 
income by selected characteristics? (2) year-to-year changes in 
family or individual income quintals; (3) distribution of 
income-to-poverty ratios? and (4) distribution of percent change in 
income-to-poverty ratios. Section 3, "Movement Into and Out of 
Povertyr 1985-86," discusses the distances of persons above or below 
the poverty level and differences in transitions of persons by 
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computation information for the study. Section 5/ "User Comments," 
contains a request for comments from readers. The following 
information is appended: (1) overview of the SIPP Program; (2) 
definitions and explanations; (3) source and accuracy of estimates; 
and (4) description of SIPP 1985 Panel File and data quality. 
Twenty-four tables and one figure are included. (JS) 
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Transitions in Income and Poverty Status: 1985-86 



INTRODUCTION 

This report presents data from the complete 1985 
panel file of the Survey of Income and Program Partic- 
ipation (SIPP) on changes between 198b and 1986 in 
the income and poverty status of persons. Descriptions 
of the SIPP program and the 1985 panel file are 
contained in appendixes A and D, respectively. A similar 
report issued in August 1989 presented data on income 
and poverty status changes between 1984 and 1985 
from the 198* panel file. That report was Current 
Population Reports, Series P-70, No. 15-RD-1, Transi- 
tions in Income and Poverty Status: 1984-85. 

Unlike the poverty and income data collected in the 
Current Population Survey (CPS), which does not allow 
analysis of change in income or poverty status for 
particular individuals, SIPP data make it possible to 
gauge movement along the income distribution and into 
and out of po /erty for the same persons in two consec- 
utive years. These aata enable comparisons to be made 
between the characteristics of persons who remained 
poor in both years, those who were able to exit poverty 
between 1985 and 1986, and those who were poor in 
1986, but not in 1985. Similarly, the data make it 
possible to gauge the year-to-year movement of per- 
sons along the whole income distribution. The universe 
in this report includes only persons for whom informa- 
tion was collected in all eight waves of the panel. 

SIPP also enables analysis of family composition 
change during the period of study and its effect on 
income and poverty status. Persons in families share 
resources and generally act as an economic unit. In the 
CPS income reports, the focal reference groups are 
families and unrelated individuals. However, the use of 
the family as a reference group for income estimates 
covering a 2-year period presents problems because 
the composition of individual fami'ies can change over 
time. In order to incorporate the effect of changes over 
time in family composition into our measures of income 
and poverty, the data in this report are presented for 
persons rather than families. Persons are characterized 
by the income and poverty status of their respective 
family unit based on living anangements each month 
during the period of study. 

Although there are a few differences, the definition of 
income in this report is basically that used in the CPS. It 
O lects money income only before taxes and does not 



include the value of noncash benefits such as employer- 
provided health insurance, food stamps, or Medicaid. 
Differences in income concepts between CPS and SIPP 
are discussed further in appendix B as well as in the 
Technical Notes section. 

The poverty definition used here is the official defini- 
tion of poverty as determined by the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget. The official poverty definition consists 
of a set of annual money income thresholds that vary by 
family size and composition. Families or individuals with 
income below their appropriate threshold are classified 
as below the poverty level in the reference year. The 
poverty statistics exclude inmates of institutions, Armed 
Forces members in barracks, and unrelated individuals 
under 15 years of age. The poverty thresholds used are 
updated every year to reflect changes in the Consumer 
Price Index. The average poverty threshold for a family 
of four was $10,989 in 1985 and $11,203 in 1986. 
Estimates of persons beiow the poverty level based on 
SIPP differ from the official numbers published annually 
in the Current Population Reports, Series P-60, based 
on the CPS. The reasons for these differences are 
discussed in the Technical Notes section. 



HIGHLIGHTS 

(The figures in parentheses denote 90-percent confi- 
dence intervals.) 



Changes in Income 

• The median family income of persons in 1986 was 
$27,310 (±635), 3 percent higher than the 1S85 
median of $26,450 (±589). 

• Older persons had very stable incomes relative to 
younger persons. Seventy-six (±2.7) percent of per- 
sons 65 years old and over were in the san.e quintile 
in both 1985 and 1986, compared with 61 (±3.1) 
percent of persons 18 to 24 years old. 

• The likelihood of moving out of the lowest family 
income quintile was highly associated with level of 
educational attainment. Elevon (±1.3) percent of 
those not graduating high school moved up from the 
lowest quintile between 1985 and 1986, while 22 
(±2.3) percent of high school graduates, 29 (±3.7) 
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percent of persons with some college, and 37 (±6.0) 
percent of persons with 4 or more years of college 
moved out of the lowest quintile of the income 
distribution. 

Changes in !ncome-to~Poverty Ratios 

• The ratio of a person's family income to the poverty 
threshold for a family of the same size and composi- 
tion is a measure that takes account of differences in 
living expenses. The mean income-to-poverty ratio for 
all persons was 3.53 (±.06) in 1986, slightly higher 
than the 1985 mean of 3.43 (±.06). 

• For all persons, about one-fourth (23 i-.9 percent) 
had relatively stable incomes between 198'5 and 
1986; that is, their income-to-poverty ratio changed 
less than 5 percent in either direction. Thirty (±1.0) 
percent of the population experienced decreases 
between 1 985 and 1 986 of 5 percent or more, while 
47 (±1/) percent experienced increases of 5 per- 
cent or more. 

• The distribution of income-to-poverty ratios for all 
persons shows that 10 (±.6) percent of the popula- 
tion lived in families with incomes below their poverty 
thresholds in 1986 while 42 (±1.1) percent lived in 
families with incomes between one and three times 
the poverty threshold, and 48 (±1.0) percent lived in 
families with income three or more times greater than 
their poverty threshold. 

• Persons who changed residence over the 1985-86 
period had a lower mean income-to-poverty ratio than 
persons who remained at the same address. The 
mean income-to-poverty ratio for non-movers was 
3.63 (±.08) in 1986, compared with 3.23 (±.14) for 
those who moved to a new address between 1965 
and 1986. 

• Family stability is associated with higher mean income- 
to-poverty ratios. The ^ean income-to-poverty ratio in 
1986 of persons who changed family type between 
1985 and 1986 (3.00 ±.21) was significantly lower 
than the ratio of those with no change in family type 
(3.66 ±.06). 

• Marital status changes are less important for men 
than for women. Men who remain^ married across 
the period had an income-to-pover^f atio in 1 986 that 
was not different from that of^en who became 
divorced in 1986. Married women with no marital 
status change were in families with mean income-to- 
poverty of 4.09 (± .08), while women whose marital 
status changed to divorced over the period had an 
income-to-poverty ratio of 2.34 (±.22). 

Changes in Poverty Status 

• About 23.8 (±2.9) percent of persons who were poor 
in 1 985 were not poor in 1 986, This "exit" rate for the 
1 985-86 period was not significantly different from the 

l^ixit rate between 1984-85 of 24.5 (±2.3) percent. 



• About 17.9 (±3.7) percent of persons with an income- 
to-poverty ratio of 1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 became poor 
in 1986, compared with only 1.8 (±.3) percent of 
persons with an income-to-poverty ratio above 1 .25 in 
1985. 

• Poor persons with an income-to-poverty ratio between 
.75 and .99 had a much higher exit rate in 1 985—42.5 
(±5.5) percent— than the poor whose ratio was 
below .75—13.4 (±2.8) percent. 

• About 28.3 (±3.8) percent of Whites who were poor 
in 1985 were able to exit poverty by 1986, compared, 
with 1S.5 (±3.7) percent of Blacks and 14.8 (±6.0) 
percent of persons of Hispanic origin. 

• Children and the elderly were the least likely age 
groups to exit poverty between 19§5 and 1986. 

• Changing residences was associated with a higher 
poverty exit rate. About 21.5 (±3.3) percent of poor 
persons who did not change residence exited in 1 986, 
compared with 28.6 (±5.3) percent for persons who 
moved, and 37.6 (±11.4) percent for persons who 
moved to a different State. 

• Although poor persons in married-couple families in 
both 1985 and 1986 had a higher exit rate from 
poverty than persons in other stable familial living 
arrangements, 52.8 (±7.0) percent of persons who 
became poor in 1986 were in married-couple families 
in both vears. 

• About 41.9 (±17.1) percent of poor persons in 1985 
who worked year-round, full-time in both 1985 and 
1986 were able to exit poverty in 1986, a figure not 
significantly different from the 41.5 (±8.1) percent for 
persons who worked but less than year-round, full- 
time in both years. 

• The number of workers in the family was strongly 
associated with the exit rate: only 1 0.2 (±2.9) percent 
of the poor in 1985 whose household had no workers 
in either 1985 or 1986 exited poverty in 1986, com- 
pared with 33.0 (±6.1) percent of those with one 
worker in both years. 

YEAR-TO-YEAR CHANGES IN INCOME: 
1985-86 

There are several ways of analyzing changes in 
income data over time. In this report wo look at (a) 
changes in family income of persons, without adjusting 
for family size differences; (b) changes in a family's 
income quintile; (c) the distribution of income-to-poverty 
ratios; (d) changes in income-to-poverty ratios over 
time. 

Distribution of Family or Individual Income by 
Selected Characteristics: 1985 and 1986 

Distributions of persons by family income for the 
years 1985 and 1986 (in 1986 dollars) are shown in 
table 1 . The median family income in 1 986 was $27,31 0, 
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3 percent higher than the 1985 median of $26,450. 1 
(See table A.) 

Age. There were significant differences in the distribu- 
tion and summary measures of family income for vari- 
ous subgroups of the population in each of the years. 
Persons 65 years and over were significantly more likely 
to live in families with incomes under $10,000 than the 



general population. (See table 1.) Twenty-nine percent 
of persons 65 years and over and 38 percent of persoi is 
75 years and over lived in families with incomes under 
$10,000 in 1986, compared with only 13 percent of the 
general population. The median family incomes in 1986 
of persons 65 years and over was $14,500, about 
one-half of the overall median. 



1 The data in this report are presented for pdsons. income refers 
to family income for persons in families and individual income for 
unrelated individuals. A comparison of SIPP and CPS estimates of 
median family/individual incomes of persons is presented in table K of 
the Technical Note. 



Table A. Median Family or Individual Income of Persons: 1985 and 1986 



Characteristic 



All persons 

AGE 1 

Under 18 years 

Under 6 years 

18 to 24 years 

25 to 44 years 

45 to 64 years 

65 years and over 

75 years and over 

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN 



White 

Black 

Hispanic 2 . 



EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT 



Persons 18 years and over 

Not a high school graduate 

High school graduate.no college. 

I to 3 years of college 

4 or more years of college 

REGION 1 



Northeast. 
Midwest . . 
South 
West 



TYPE OF RESIDENCE 1 

Inside metropolitan area . . 

Inside central city 

Outside central city . . . 
Outside metropolitan area 

FAMILY SIZE 1 

One person 

Two persons 

Three persons 

Four persons 

Five persons 

Six po/sons or more 



Number 
(thous.) 



226,477 



59,237 
18,123 
25,673 
71,918 
43,888 
2^,761 
9,655 



192,194 
26,954 
15,705 



167,240 
41,126 
58,438 
38,337 
29,339 



45,921 
60,957 
76,437 
43,163 



170,756 
66,100 

104,656 
55,721 



I 



Median income 



^985 



Value 



$26,450 



26.525 
23,941 
27,699 
28,670 
30,881 
14,592 
12,000 



28,092 
17,400 
19,297 



26421 
16,398 
2! 509 
32,819 
39,449 



28,338 
28,394 
23,673 
27,841 



28,446 
23,458 
31,523 
21,951 



Standard 
error 



er|c 



1 Age, region, type of residence, and family size are as of December 1985. 
Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 

10 

t 



$368 



687 
869 
1308 
694 
879 
610 
635 



447 
665 
1187 



228 
300 
303 
405 
701 



1011 
807 
485 
911 



491 
541 
449 
475 



28,291 


12,606 


463 


12,849 


50,273 


22,638 


502 


Z 2,673 


41,321 


30,133 


802 


30,168 


54,386 


32,369 


589 


33,079 


29,892 


31,865 


828 


32,917 


22,313 


29,512 


1247 


30,689 



1986 



Value 



$27,310 



28,045 
25,137 
27,306 
30,269 
30,976 
14,500 
11,992 



28.962 
17,822 
20,277 



27,053 
15,551 
26,067 
32,962 
41,161 



29,816 
29,097 
24,248 
28,819 



29,621 
24,199 
32,345 
22,459 
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Race and Hispanic origin. There were also differences 
in distributions of income by race and Hispanic origin. 2 A 
significantly higher proportion of Black persons lived in 
families with incomes under $10,000 than White per- 
sons. Twenty-eight percent of Black persons lived in 
families with incomes under $10,000 in 1986, compared 
with 1 1 percent of White persons. The percentage of 
persons of Hispanic origin in this category was 24 
percent (not significantly different from that of Blacks). 
The Black-to-White median family income ratios of 
persons in 1 986 was .62, about the same as the 1 985 
ratio. The Hispanic-to-White income ratio (.70) also 
remained unchanged between 1985 and 1986. 

Educational attainment. Family income distributions 
v/ere also very different for persons with different edu- 
cational backgrounds. Of persons 18 years and over 
who did not complete high school, 29 percent lived in 
families with incomes under $1 0,000 in 1 986. (See tahle 
1 .) The comparable percentages for those who gradu- 
ated from high school (but did not attend college) and 
those with 4 or more years of college were 10 percent 
and 4 percent, respectively. In contrast, 36 percent of all 
persons with four or more years of college lived in 
families with incomes of $50,000 or more in 1986, 
compared with 15 percent of persons with only a high 
schooi education, and 6 percent of persons who did not 
complete high school. The median family income in 
1 986 of persons who completed 4 or more years of 
college ($41,161) was more than 50 percent higher than 
the comparable median of those with only a high school 
education ($26,067) and more than twice that of those 
who did not graduate high school ($15,551). 

Region and type of residence. Family incomes in 
1985 and 1986 were somewhat differently distributed by 
place of residence. By region, the South contained the 
highest proportion of persons with family incomes under 
$20,000. Thirty-nine percent of all persons in the South 
were in this income category in 1986, compared with 30 
percent of persons in the Midwest and 31 percent of 
persons in the Northeast and the West. (The latter two 
percentages are not statistically different). The median 
family income of persons in the South was $24,248, 13 
percent lower than the median family income of all 
persons ($27,310). 

Persons in any region who lived in a metropolitan 
area were more likely to live in families with incomes 
under $10,000 if they resided in central cities. Eighteen 
percent of persons living in central cities had family 
incomes in this category in 1986, compared with 8 
percent of persons in metropolitan areas living outside 



O Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race but the vast 




' Drity are included in the White category in SIPP. 



central cities. The percentage of nonmetropolitan resi- 
dents in this income category was not significantly 
different from the percentage of central city residents 
(16 percent). 

Year-to-Year Charges in Family or Individual 
Income Quintiles 

The family income quintiles shown in table 2 repre- 
sent all persons divided into five equal groups based on 
their family income in 1985. Persons are further charac- 
terized by whether or not they were in that same quintile 
in 1986. The percentage of persons moving either to a 
lower or higher quintile is also displayed. Overall, 34 
percent of all persons changed to a different au'ntile, 16 
percent moving up and 18 percent moving down one or 
more quintiles. Between 1985 and 1986 individuals 
were more likely to fall from the highest quintile than 
they were to move up from the lowest. Of those persons 
in the lowest quintile in 1985, 18 percent moved into a 
higher quintile the following year, whereas, of those 
persons in the highest quintile in 1985, 24 percent fell 
into a lower quintile in 1986. (See table B.) 

Age. These changes in family income quintiles are 
further displayed by various characteristics. Table 2 
shows which groups moved up in the income distribu- 
tion and which moved down. For example, young peo- 
ple were more likely to be moving up from the lowest 
quintile than older persons. Thirty-five percent of per- 
sons 1 8 to 24 years who were in the lowest quintile in 
1985 moved to a higher quintile in 1986. The compara- 
ble percentage for persons aged 45 to 64 and 65 years 
and over were 13 percent and 7 percent, respectively. 
These percentages reflect the general tendency of 
older persons to have more stable incomes relative to 
younger persons. Seventy-six percent of persons 65 
years and over were in the same quintile in both years, 
compared with 61 percent of persons aged 18 to 24 
years. 



Table B. Year-to-Year Changes in Family Income 
Quintiles: 1985 to 1966 









Declined 






Quintile 




Upper 


1 or 




Increased 


Total 


dollar 


more 


Same 


1 or more 




(thous.) 


limit 


quintiles 


quintile 


quintiles 


All persons. 


226,477 


(X) 


17.8 


66.5 


15.8 


Lowest fifth . . 


45,295 


$13,109 


(X) 


81.6 


18.4 


Second fifth . . 


45,296 


22,041 


15.2 


62.1 


22.7 


Third fifth .... 


45,296 


31,638 


22.8 


55.3 


21.0 


Fourth fifth... 


45,295 


46,363 


26 2 


57.0 


16.8 


Highest fifth.. 


45,295 


(X) 


23.7 


76.3 


(X) 



X Not applicable. 

li 
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Educational attainment Changes in family income 
quintiles were highly associated with level of educa- 
tional attainment. Persons without a high school educa- 
tion were much less likely iO climb out of the lowest 
quintile .nan other groups with higher levels of educa- 
tional attainment. Eleven percent of these persons 
moved up from the lowest quintile over the year, while 
22 percent of high school graduates, 29 percent of 
persons with some college, and 37 percent of persons 
with 4 or more years of college, moved higher in the 
income distribution. Conversely, of those in the highest 
income quintile, those with less education were more 
likely to fall into lower income categories. Thirty three 
percent of persons without a high school education but 
in the highest income quintile were in a lower income 
quintile in 1986 than in 1985. The comparable percent- 
age for persons with four or more years of college was 
1 7 percent. 

Family size. Changes in family income were also 
associated with family size. Persons who were living 
alone r " of December 1 985 tended to have more stable 
incomes than the general population over the period. 
Seventy-one percent of unrelated individuals were in 
the same income quintile in both 1985 and 1986, 
compared with 67 percent of all persons. But of those 
unrelated individuals who did change income quintile, 
many became worse off. Twenty-two percent of those 
who were in the second fifth fell into the lowest income 
quintile, compared with 15 percent of all persons in this 
quintile. Forty-eight percent of unrelated individuals in 
the highest quintile in 1985 moved to a lower one in the 
following year. In comparison, 20 percent of persons 
who lived in a family of 5 or more persons fell from the 
highest quiniile to a lower one. 

Distribution of Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 
19U5 and 1986 

Interpersonal comparisons of family income are impor- 
tant measures of general welfare, allowing comparison 
of the flow of resources available to family members 
over time. However, it does not indicate, for a given 
individual, the number of other family members with 
whom the income must be shared. A member of a 
four-person family with total family income of $20,000 is 
not as well-off as a single person making $20,000, since 
this single individual need not share that income with 
three other persons. 

In order to measure differences in income while 
accounting for changes in family size and composition, 
one could use per capita family income. This would 
eliminate differences based on family size, but does not 
take account of economies of scale available to family 
members living together, arising from the sharing of rent 
^nd other fixed expenses which allow two people to jive 

m ^2 



more cheaply together than separately. To account for 
economies of scaie in the comparative measure used 
here, family incomes have been adjusted by using 
poverty thresholds as an "equivalence scale". 3 For 
example, each person in a four-person family with an 
income in 1986 of $20,000 would have an income-to- 
poverty ratio of 1.79 (i.e., $20,0C0/$1 1,203). A person 
living alone in 1986 with an income of $20,000 would 
have a much higher ratio of 3.59. A ratio under 1.00 
implies that the person was below the poverty level 
during the calendar year. Income-to-poverty ratios, pre- 
sented in table C and in tables 3 and 4, control for family 
size and economies o* scale, enabling more reasonable 
comparisons of economic circumstances between indi- 
viduals. 

Income-to-poverty ratios are useful for comparing the 
economic circumstances of different groups of persons, 
assuming that families share income and that the econ- 
omies of scale implied by the derivation of poverty 
thresholds are valid for all groups of persons. This 
measure is also useful when we examine the economic 
circumstances of the same person over time. In terms of 
income change over time, a person's family income 
could decrease while the family's income-to-poverty 
ratio remained the same, if there was a decline in family 
size. For example, the member of a four-person family 
with total family income of $20,000 in 1 985, who became 
a member of a two-person family with total income of 
$13,000 in 1986, would be characterized as having no 
change in economic circumstances using income-to- 
poverty ratios (the income-to-poverty ratio is 1.82 in 
both cases). In terms of family income alone, this 
person would be characterized as experiencing a large 
decline in economic circumstances. The use of income- 
to-poverty ratios, rather than family income alone, to 
examine changes over time is based on the assumption 
that the sharing of resources among family members 
affects a person's economic well-being. Income-to- 
poverty ratios were calculated for each caiendar year by 
dividing the summed monthly family income of each 
person by the appropriate summed monthly poverty 
threshold. 

The distribution of income-to-poverty ratios for all 
persons shows that 10 percent of the population lived in 
families with incomes below their poverty threshold. 
(See table 3.) The second category, containing 42 
percent of the population, included persons who lived in 
families with incomes between one and three times the 
poverty threshold in 1986. Twenty-nine percent had an 
income-to-poverty ratio between 3.00 and 4.99, and 19 



Equivalence scales are used generally to bring the incomes of 
households or families of different size anc 4 composition to the same 
level of economic well being. For information about assumptions 
implicit in poverty throsholds see Orshansky, Mollie, "Counting the 
Poor: Another look at the Poverty Profile", reprinted from January 
1965 in Social Security Bulletin, October 1988. Volume 51, Number 
10. Pages 25-51. 
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Table C. Mean Incom^to-Poverty Ratios ot Persons: 1985 and 1986 



• • 

Characteristic 


Number 
(thous.) 


Mean icome-to-poverty ratios 


1985 


1986 


i Value 


Standard 
error 


vaiuu 


Standard 
error 




226,477 


3.43 


0.04 


3.53 


0.04 


AGE 














59,237 


1.72 


0.06 


2.34 


0.07 




18,123 


2.52 


0.09 


2.58 


0.10 




25,673 


3.35 


0.10 


3.45 


0.10 


OR f/"\ AA iioQrC 


71,918 


3.55 


0.07 


3.69 


0.07 




43,888 


4.37 


0.12 


4.47 


0.12 


65 years and over 


25,761 


3.25 


0.18 


3.16 


0.13 




9,655 


O AO 

o.Uo 


0.38 


2.90 


0.23 


RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN 














192,194 


3.63 


0.05 


3.72 


0.05 




26,954 


2.10 


0.04 


2.18 


0.04 




15,705 


2.11 


0.09 


2.21 


0.10 


EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT 












Persons 18 years and over 


167,240 


3.69 


0.03 


3.78 


0.03 




41,126 


2.36 


0.03 


2.41 


0.04 


Minn C^hnA rirQ/^l lofo t~\ r\ r~\\ \r\n r\ 


58,438 


3.40 


0.04 


"\48 


0. > A 


1 to 3 years of college 


38,337 


4.17 


0.06 


4.23 


0.06 


4 or more years of college 


29,339 


C AQ 

b.4o 


0.09 


5.68 


0.09 


REGION 














45.SP1 


3.56 


0.10 


3.82 


0.12 




60,957 


3.51 


C.07 


3.58 


0.07 


South 


76,437 


3.16 


0.07 


3.21 


0.07 


West 


43,163 


3.67 


0.12 


3.72 


0.10 


TYPE OF RESIDENCE 












Inside metropolitan area 


170,756 


3.62 


0.05 


3.73 


0.05 


Inside central city 


66,100 


3.20 


0.08 


3.35 


0.09 


Outside central city 


104,656 


3.88 


0.07 


3.S7 


0.06 


Outside metropolitan area 


55,721 


2.87 


0.07 


2.92 


0.07 


FAMILY SIZE 












Persons in family 


194,444 


3.48 


0.04 


3.59 


0.05 


No change in family size 


161,444 


3.52 


0.05 


C.66 


0.05 


Two persons 


43,815 


4.13 


0.12 


4.16 


0.12 




33,573 


3.82 


0.10 


3.96 






44,408 


3.51 


0.09 


3.76 


0.11 


Five persons or more 


39,648 


2.61 


0.06 


2.74 


0.07 



Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 



percent lived in families wit>~ incomes 5.00 or more 
times greater than their poverty thresholds. The mean 
income-to-poverty ratio was 3.53 in 1986, a figure 
slightly higher than that for 1 985 (3.43) as also shown in 
table C. Similarly, as shown in table 1, there was a small 
statistically significant change in the mean income of all 
persons over this period. 

Sex and age. The distribution of income-to-poverty 
ratios differs significantly for various subgroups of the 
population. More females than males have inco>Me-to- 
poverty ratios under 1.00. A higher percentage of young 
persons (under 18 years) were in families with income- 
to-poverty ratios below 1.00 than other age groups. 

ERIC 



Individuals 45 to 64 years were more likely to live in 
families with income-to-poverty ratios of 5.00 or more 
than those in any other age group. Over 30 percent of 
these middle-aged persons were in this category. By 
comparison, only 8 percent of children under the age of 
6 were in families with income-to-poverty ratios of 5.00 
or rr.ore. 

Using income-to-poverty ratios rather than income 
for comparison between groups of persons can change 
their relative standing. For example, a comparison of 
mean incomes in 1986 of persons 65 years and over to 
persons under 18 years suggests that the elderly per- 
sons are less well off. Mean family income of persons 
65 years and over was $21,498 versus $33,426 for 
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persons under 1 8 years, yielding a ratio of incomes of 
.64. A similar comparison using inccme-to-poverty ratios 
changes our understanding of the relationship. Mean 
income-to-poverty ratio in 1 986 of persons 65 years and 
over was 3.1 6, while that of persons under 1 8 years was 
2.84, giving a ratio of 1.11. 4 Thus, when number of 
persons in the family and economies of scale are taken 
into account, young persons, who tend to live in larger 
families, are shown to be, on average, lower in eco- 
nomic status than elderly persons. 

Race and Hispanic origin* Whites were more likely to 
have higher income-to-poverty ratios than Blacks or 
persons of Hispanic origin. The mean income-to-poverty 
ratio for Whites in 1986 was 3.72, while for Blacks and 
Hispanics the mean income-to-poverty ratio, were 2.18 
and 2.21 respectively (these latter two ratios are not 
statistically different). While the ratio of Black-to-White 
mean incomes was .62 in 1 986, the ratio of Black to 
White mean income-to-poverty ratios was .59. Control- 
ling for numbers of persons sharing family incomes 
resulted in a slight decline in the measure of relative 
standing of Blacks to Whites in 1986. (This is due to the 
slightly larger average family size of Blacks versus 
Whites.) 

Educational attainment Education plays an important 
role in determining the level of the income-to-poverty 
ratios; the mean income-to-poverty ratio for persons 
without a high school education was 2.41, compared 
with 3.48 for high school graduates, 4.23 for persons 
with some college education and 5.68 for persons with 
4 or more years of college in 1 986. 

Region and type of residence* By region, the mean 
income-to-poverty ratio was lowest for persons living in 
the South, 3.21 in 1986 versus 3.58, 3.72, and 3.82 for 
those living in the Midwest, West, and Northeast respectively. 5 
Persons living in suburban areas 6 had a mean income- 
to-poverty ratio of 3.97, higher thrn the ratio of those 
residing in nonmetropolitan areas (2.92) or in central 
cities (3.35). 

Changes in th n se various characteristics were asso- 
ciated with changes in income-to-poverty ratios. Per- 
sons who changed residence over the 1985-86 period 
had a lower mean income-to-poverty ratio than persons 
who remained at the same address. The mean income- 
to-poverty ratio for non-movers was 3.63 in 1986, 
compared with 3.23 for those who moved to a new 
address and 3.28 for those who moved to a different 



4 This result is due in part to the assump^ons implicit in the poverty 
thresholds about elderly persons. Poverty thresholds are lower for 
persons 65 years and over. 

5 Tha ratio for the West was not significantly different from that for 
the Midwest or the Northeast. 

e Suburban areas are defined as territory within metropolitan areas 
^ ut outside central cities. 
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State (these last two ratios are not significantly differ- 
ent). These differences in mean income-to-poverty ratios 
were similar ii. 1985 before individuals had changed 
residence, suggesting that short term effects on income- 
to-poverty ratio of moving were negligible. That is, on 
average, persons who moved over the 2-year period did 
not improve their positions relative to persons who did 
not move. 

Participation in assistance programs* Persons who 
participated in major public assistance programs in both 

1985 and 1986 had a mean income-to-poverty ratio of 
1.11 in 1986; on average, their family incomes were 
slightly above their respective poverty thresholds. Major 
assistance programs include Aid to Families with Depen- 
dent Children (AFDC), General Assistance, Supplemen- 
tal Security Income (SSI), food stamps, Medicaid, and 
public or subsidized housing. Persons who never partic- 
ipated in these programs during the 2-year period had a 
mean income-to-poverty ratio of 3.93. Individuals who 
participated in programs in 1985, but not in 1986, 
experienced an increase in their mean income-to-poverty 
ratio from 1.79 in 1985 to 2.02 in 1986; 59 percent of 
these 1 985 program participants experienced an increase 
in their income-to-poverty ratio of 5 percent or more in 

1986 (See table D), compared with 47 percent of all 
persons. On the other hand, individuals who were not in 
programs in 1985, but began participation in 1986, 
experienced a decline in their mean income-to-poverty 
ratio over this time (from 2.03 to 1.71), with 54 percent 
of these persons experiencing a 5 percent or more 
decline? in their income-to-poverty ratio between 1°35 
and 1986, a much larger proportion than that for all 
persons (30 percent). 

Family size and composition* Of persons in families, 
those in large families (5 or more persons) had the 
lowest mean income-to-poverty ratio in 1988 (2.74). 
Family size 7 directly affects income-to-poverty ratios 
since poverty thresholds are based largely on number of 
persons in a family. Consequently, when family size 
increases, income-to-poverty ratios decline by defini- 
tion, unless a compensating change in income occurs at 
the same time. Individuals who experienced a change in 
the number of family members over the 2-year period 
had a slightly lower income-to-poverty ratio than those 
whose family s^e remained the samr Forty-three per- 
cent of persons whose family size changed experienced 
declines in their income-to-poverty ratios of 5 percent or 
more in 1986 (See table D). This compares with 28 
percent of stable families. On the other hand, a smaller 
percentage of those in changing families experienced 
increases, 41 percent versus 49 percent of persons in 
families with no change in family size. 



7 ln tables 1 and 2. individuals were classified in the family-size 
category as of December 1985. In tables 3, 4. and 5 family size is 
based on most common status in each calendar year. 
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Table D. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Ratios, by Program Participation and 
Family Size: 1985-86 

(Numbers in thousands) 



Characteristic 


Total 


Declined 5 percent of more 


Change 
less 
than 
5 percent 


Increased 5 percent or more 


Total 


5-19 
percent 


20 

n.">rppnt 

or more 


Total 


o- 1 y 
percent 


20 

perceni 
or more 


PROGRAM PARTICIPATION 



















No change in participation 


216,960 


30,0 


12.8 


17 9 


22.9 




99 R 


do.o 


Participated both years 


25,134 


34.1 


18.4 


15.7 


24.9 


41.0 


15.0 


26.0 


Did not participate both years 


191,826 


29.5 


12.1 


17.4 


22.6 


47.8 


24.6 


23.2 


Change in participation 


qi;17 


37.0 


23.5 


19 *; 

I o.o 


15.4 


A "7 C 

4f.b 


17.5 


OA 4 




5,570 


24.8 


12.5 


19 9 


169 


CQ A 


dl.f 


37.7 


Nonparticipant to participant 


3,947 


54.3 


39.1 


1 *? 9 


147 


91 ft 
o l.U 


1 1 a 


iy.4 


FAMILY SIZE 


















Persons in family 


194,144 


30.3 


12.7 


17.5 


99 1 


47.6 


23.9 


23.7 


No change in family size 


161,444 


27.6 


10.6 


17.0 


23.5 


43.9 


25.3 


23.7 


Two persons 


43,815 


30.6 


12.1 


18.4 


28.5 


40.9 


22.8 


18.1 


Three persons 


33,573 


27.6 


9.8 


17.8 


OA A 


48.0 


22.8 


25.2 




44^408 


24.6 


9.1 


15.6 


21.2 


54.2 


26.6 


27.6 


Five persons or more 


39,648 


27.7 


11.4 


16.3 


19.6 


52.6 


28.6 


24.1 


Change in family size 


33,000 


43.3 


23.1 


20.2 


15.5 


41.3 


17.4 


23.8 


Two persons in 1985, more in 1986 


4,322 


48.8 


25.4 


23.3 


15.1 


36.2 


8.7 


27.5 


Three persons in 1985, more in 1986 


5,038 


52.6 


28.7 


23.9 


16.1 


31.3 


13.3 


18.0 


Four persons in 1985, more in 1986 


3,462 


49.5 


27.4 


22.1 


13.0 


37.6 


15.8 


21.7 


Five persons or more in 1 985, more in 1 9*>6 


3,188 


36.3 


11.9 


24.4 


21.5 


42.2 


11.2 


30.9 


Three persons in 1985, two persons in 1986 


3,078 j 


52.3 


26.8 


25.5 


17.8 


29.9 


17.8 


12.1 


Four persons in 1985, less in 1^86 


5,127 


35.8 


20.3 


15.5 


12.4 


51.8 


24.6 


27.1 


Five persons or more in 1985, less in 1986 


8,785 


36.6 


21.6 


14.9 


15.0 


48.4 


22.6 


25.8 



Family status or type of family 0 is also associated 
with income-to-poverty ratios. Persons in a married 
couple family the entire period had a higher mean 
income-to-poverty ratio than persons in other family 
types in 1986, 3.88 versus 2.24. Those who changed 
family type over the period had a lower mean income- 
to-poverty ratio thai! those who did not change, 3.00 
versus 3.56. 

Marital status 9 itself is associated with differences in 
income-to-poverty ratio. Of those whose marital status 
did not Changs over the period, persons who were 
married had the highest mean income-to-poverty ratio 
(4.10) while those who were separated for the entire 
period had the lowest (1.95) in 1986. Persons who 
became married over the period experienced an increase 
in mean income-to-poverty ratio from 3.53 in 1985 to 
3.95 in 1986. 

These changes in marital status had a much larger 
effect on the income-to-poverty ratios of women than of 
men. Marital status changes had virtually no impact on 
the income ratios for men, but had a large effect on the 
ratios for women. Men who changed marital status to 



8 Persons are classified in the type of family category based on the 
most common status in each calendar year. 
Q trsons are classified in a marital status category based on the 
3 I /^"ommon status in each calendar year. 



married in 1986 experienced no change in income-to- 
poverty ratio (4.06 in 1985 and 4.14 in 1986). For 
women who became married, mean income-to-poverty 
ratio increased from 2.99 in 1985 to 3.76 in 1986. Men 
who remained married across the period had an income- 
to-poverty ratio in 1 986 of 4.1 0, while men who became 
divorced in 1986 had an income-to-poverty ratio of 3.97 
in 1986, not significantly different from 4.10. Married 
women with no marital status change were in families 
with mean income-to-poverty ratios of 4.09, while women 
whose marito! status changed to divorced over the 
period had an income-to-poverty ratio of 2.34 in 1986. 

Percent changes in income-to-poverty ratios between 
1985 and 1986 (See table E) show that males who 
became divorced in 1986 were more likely to experi- 
ence an increase in their income-to-poverty ratio over 
the period than men who remained married. Sixty-five 
percent of these men experienced a 5 percent or more 
increase. This compares with 46 percent of those who 
were married in both years. Women who became divorced 
were much mv./e liksly than men to experience a decline 
in income-to-poverty ratios. Fifty percent of women who 
became divorced in 1986 experienced a decline of 5 
percent or more, compared with 30 percent of women 
who remained married over the °-year period. 
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Table E. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Ratios, by Sex and Marital Status: 1985-86 

(Numbers in thousands) 



Characteristic 





Declined 5 percent of more 


Change 


i 

Increased 5 percent or more 


























less 












5-19 


20 percent 


than 




5-19 


20 percent 


Total 


Total 


percent 


or more 


5 percent 


Total 


percent 


or more 


78,733 


30.6 


13.2 


17.4 


22.8 


46.6 


22.9 


23.7 


75,584 


30.4 


13.0 


17.5 


23.2 


46.4 


23.1 


23.3 


50,965 


30.3 


12.2 


18.1 


23.4 


46.3 


24.7 


21.6 


l ,ODf 


32.3 


12.7 


19.7 


A i C 

41.0 


26.1 


13.2 


12.9 


4,064 


34.8 


18.0 


168 


22.8 


42.4 


19.0 


23.4 


827 


C0.4 


12.8 


17.5 


23.6 


46.1 


20.0 


26.1 


18,362 


29.6 


1 0.57 


ICC 

1 o.o 


21.4 


AQ 1 






3,148 


35.1 


19.7 


15.4 


13.6 


51.3 


18.4 


32.9 


963 


23.3 


16.0 


17.3 


17.1 


49.5 


14.2 


35.3 


531 


37.3 


21.3 


16.2 


11.9 


51.0 


23.0 


27.9 


412 


28.9 


19.9 


9.0 


11.7 


59.5 


32.0 


27.4 


1,190 


38.6 


22.1 


16.5 


12.0 


49.5 


15.0 


34.0 


1,857 


38.9 


23.3 


15.6 


12.0 


49.1 


16.7 


32.4 


178 




(d) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


693 


26.3 


14.6 


11.7 


8.8 


64.8 


31.9 


32.9 


42-: 


2H.5 


12.8 


15.7 


21.6 


49.9 


9.5 


40.4 


88,5C7 


30.0 


13.1 


16.8 


24.4 


45.6 


22.7 


22 9 


84,872 


29.5 


12.7 


16.8 


25.0 


45.6 


23.3 


22.2 


50,042 


30.1 


12,3 


17.8 


23.6 


46.3 


24.5 


21.8 


i ft vlOi 

lU,4iil 


27.5 


10.6 


16.9 


37.7 


34.8 


20.3 


14.5 


6.8C5 


30.2 


14.7 


15.5 


23.9 


45.9 


22.3 


23.5 


1,893 


25.7 


12.8 


12.8 


25.2 


49.2 


18.0 


31.2 


15,690 


28.9 


14.2 


14.7 


21.4 


49.7 


22.7 


27.0 


3,635 


41.2 


24.3 


16.9 


11.7 


47.0 


9.0 


38.0 


1,214 


71.6 


42.8 


28.7 


10.0 


18.4 


7.7 


10.6 


43C 


8.5 


4.6 


3.7 


7.6 


83.9 


4.1 


79.8 


768 


33.7 


17.6 


16.1 


13.5 


52.9 


17.2 


35.7 


1,171 


28.6 


17.9 


10.7 


14.4 


57.0 


7.2 


49.8 


1,787 


22.0 


14.0 


8.1 


11.2 


66.7 


5.6 


61.1 


i 


68.6 


48.7 


20.1 


9.9 


21.5 


8.8 


12.7 




49.5 


24.2 


25.3 


17.7 


32.8 


13.5 


19.3 


- 


68.6 


38.9 


29.8 


5.7 


25.7 


13.4 


12.3 



Males, 18 years and over. . . 

No change in marital status 

Married 

Widowed 

Divorced 

Separated 

Never married 

Change in mantal status 

Status in 1985: 

Married 

Divorced 

Separated 

Nev«r married 

Status in 1986: 

Married 

Widowed 

Divorced 

Separated 

Females, 18 years and over 

No change in marital status 

Married 

Widowed 

Divorced 

Separated 

Never married 

Change in marital status 

Status in 1985: 

Married 

Divorced 

Separated 

Never married 

Statue m i986: 

Married 

Widowed 

Divorced 

Separated 



Differences in mean income-to-poverty ratios were 
also associated with changes in position in the family 10 . 
Individuals were classified by their relationship to the 
reference person or householder, such as spouse, 
child, other relative, or nonrelative. Persons who were 
classified as spouse of the reference person had the 
highest income-to-poverty ratio of any relation-iC-reference- 
person classification (4.13). n The lowest (2.35) belonged 
to persons who were nonrelatives. Fersons who expe- 
rienced a change over the period in household relation- 
ship experienced, on average, a dscrease h :hair mean 
income-to-poverty ratio, from 3.15 in 1985 to 2.94 in 



"Persons are classified in a relationship-to-reference-person cat- 
egory based on the most common status in each calendar year. 

"The relationship-to-reference-person categories are dependent 
upon family type. For example, the result that the category 'spouse" 
has the highest mean income-to-poverty ratio reflects the fact that this 
q ' a married-couple family which itself has the highest mean income- 
£ j^££>poverty ratios of other family types. 



1986. For example, young persons moving out on their 
own, changing from being a child to a householder, 
experienced a decline in income-to-poverty ratio from 
4.25 in 1985 to 2.97 in 1986. 

Work experience and number of workers. Of per- 
sons 18 years and over, those who were year-round, 
full-time workers in both 1985 and 1986 had the highest 
income-to-poverty ratio of any work experience group, 
476 in 1986. Persons whose work activity increased 
from not year-round, full-time to year-round, full-time 
experienced an increase in Income-to-poverty ratio from 
3.40 in 1985 to 3.86 in 1986. Those who changed from 
working year-round, full-time to not year-round, full-time 
experienced a decline in their income-to poverty ratio 
from 3.77 in 1985 to 3.46 in 1986. 

The mean income-to-poverty ratio ranged from 2.04 
for families with no workers to 4.81 for families with 
three or more workers. Persons in families that had no 
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change in the number of workers had the same income- 
to-poverty ratio as those that had a change in the 
number of workers, however, 39 percent of persons in 
families which had a change in the number of workers 
experienced a decline in income-to-poverty ratio of 5 
percent or more between 1 985 and 1 986. (See table 4.) 
This compares with 28 percent of persons with no 
change 

Distribution of Percent Ch&nge in 
Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985 and 1986 

Tables F and 4 show the percentage of persons who 
experienced a change in income-to-poverty ratios of 
under 5 percent, over 5 percent and over 20 percent. 
These changes are presented by level of income-to- 
poverty ratios for 1985 and by various characteristics. 
For all persons, about one-fourth (23 percent) had 
relatively stable incomes; that is, their income-to-poverty 
ratio changed less than 5 percent in either direction. 
Forty-seven percent of all persons experienced an 
increase in their income-to-poverty ratio of 5 percent or 
more and 24 percent had an increase of more than 20 
pc ent. Fewer persons lived in families with a declining 
ratio; only 30 percent of all persons experienced a 
decline over 5 percent and 17 percent experienced a 
decline of 20 percent or more. 

These changes in income-to-poverty ratios in either 
direction differed by level of income-to-poverty ratio in 
each year. In general, persons who lived in families with 
low ratios in 1985 were more likely to experience an 
increase in 1986, while persons in families with higher 
ratios in 1985 were more likely to experience a decline 
over the 2-year period. 

Persons with income-to-poverty ratios of 5.00 c; 
more in 1985. Eighteen percent of the population in 
1985 and 19 percent of the population in 1906 were in 
families with incomes 5 t'nes the poverty threshold or 
more. This represents an annual income of $27,345 or 
more for a one-person family and an income of $54,945 
for a four-person family in 1985; 20 percent of Whites 
were in this category, compared with only 6 percent of 
Blacks and persons of Hispanic origin. 



Thirty-nine percent of persons in this category expe- 
rienced declines in their family income-to-poverty ratio 
of 5 percent or more, compared with 30 percent of the 
general population. r ome of the persons with income- 
to-poverty ratios over 5.00 in 1985 improved their 
economic well-being in 1986 relative to the general 
population. Forty-two percent of persons with 4 or more 
years of college increased their income-to-poverty ratios 
over the period by 5 percent or more, compared with 39 
percent of all persons in this category. Persons in this 
category were more likely than the general population to 
experience an increase in income-to-poverty ratio of 5 
percent or more if they lived in the Northeast (45 
percent); the comparable percentages of 35 percent for 
those in the Midwest, 34 percent for the South, and 42 
percent for the West were not significantly different from 
that for all persons with income-to-poverty ratios over 
5.00. 

Persons with income-to-poverty ratios of 3.00 to 
4.99 in 1985. In 1985, 28 percent of al! persons were in 
families with income-to-poverty ratios between 3.00 and 
4.99. Persons with income-to-poverty ratios between 
3.00 and 4.99 were less likely than the general popula- 
tion to experience increases in their income-to-poverty 
ratios of more than 5 percent: 43 percent versus 47 
percent of all persons. Certain characteristics, however, 
are associated with a higher than average likelihood of 
improving one's economic circumstances. 

Education, highly associated with income increases 
at all levels, is important for this group as well. Fifty- 
three percent of persons with 4 or more years of college 
experienced an increase in their income-to-poverty ratio 
over the period of 5 percent or more. The comparable 
percentage for persons who did not finish high school 
was 34 percent. 

Persons in this group living in the Northeast in 
December of 1985 were also more likely to be in this 
upwardly mobile group than residents of the South; 49 
percent versus 38 percent in the South. 

Persons in this group were also very likely to improve 
their economic circumstances when family or work 
experience changes occurred. Eighty-six percent of 



Table F. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985-86 

(Numbers .,} thousands) 



Characteristic 



Total 



Declined 5 percent of more 



Total 



5-19 
percent 



20 percent 
or more 



Cnange 
less 
than 
5 percent 



Increased 5 percent or more 



Total 



5-19 
percent 



20 percent 
or more 



All persons 

Income-to-poverty ratios, 1985: 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

O 3 or more 
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226,477 

23,603 
97,750 
64,147 
40,977 



30.3 

25.4 
26.8 
32.3 
38.7 



13.3 

13.8 
11.7 
12.2 
18.6 



17.1 



11.6 
15.1 
20.1 
20.1 



22.6 

22.3 
21.4 
24.4 
22.7 



47.1 

52.2 
51.8 
43.3 
38.7 



23.3 

12.7 
23.0 
26.3 
23.2 



23.8 

39.5 
28.0 
17.0 
15.5 
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those persons who changed from living as an unrelated 
individual in 1985 to becoming a member of a family 
improved their income-to-poverty ratio 5 percent or 
more. Changes in work experience were also very 
important for this group with income-to-pove r ty ratio 
between 3.00 and 4.99. Fifty-nine percent of p* .sons in 
this category who changed from working not year- 
round, full-time in 1985 to year-round, full-time in 1986 
experienced an increase in their family income-to-poverty 
ratio of 5 percent or more. Seventy-one percent of 
persons in families that increased the number of per- 
sons working frcm one worker in 1985 to more workers 
in 1986 experienced an increase in their income-to- 
poverty ratio of 5 percent or more; 43 percent increased 
by 20 percent or more. 

Persons with income-to-poverty ratios of 1.00 to 
2.99. Forty-three percent of the population lived in fam- 
ilies with an income-to-poverty ratio between 1.00 and 
2.99 in 1985. For a one-person family this represents an 
annual income between $5,469 and $16,352 in 1985; 
for a four-person family the comparable range was 
$10,989 to $32,857. Persons in this category in 1985 
were more likely than the general population to experi- 
ence an increase in family income-to-poverty ratio, 52 
percent versus 47 percent of all persons. However, 
certain individuals in this income-io-poverty ratio cate- 
gory were more susceptible to experiencing a decline in 
their economic circumstances. 

Blacks and persons of Hispanic origin, at least half of 
whom were in families with income-to-poverty ratios 
between 1.. ) and 2.99 in 1985, were more likely to 
experience a decline in their income-to-poverty ratio 
than Whites in this category; 30 percent of Blacks and 
33 percent of Hispanics versus 26 percent of Whites. 
(The percentage for Blacks in this category is not 
significantly different from that for persons of Hispanic 
origin.) Persons who participated in major public assis- 
tance programs in both 1985 and 1986 and those who 
became participants over the period were also more 
likely to experience a decline in their income-to-poverty 
ratio of 5 percent or more; 40 and 58 percent, respec- 
tively. The comparable percentage for all persons in this 
income category was 27 percent. 

Movers in families with income-to-poverty ratios between 
1.00 and 2.99 were more likely to experience a decline 
in their income-to-poverty ratio over 5 percent; 30 
percent of persons who chang j address and 33 per- 
cent of persons who moved to a new State experienced 
declines of more ihan 5 percent (these two percentages 
were not significantly different from one another). The 
comparable percentage for nonmovers was 26 percent. 
Other changes were associated with falling ratios for 
persons in the 1.00 to 2.99 category; changes in family 
size such as changing from a three-person family to one 
with more persons (50 percent), changes in family type 
^ jch as leaving a married couple family (69 percent). 

£ 1 



Among the transitions in labor force attachment that 
were associated with declining income-to-poverty ratios 
were changing from year-round, full-time to not year- 
round, full-time (49 percent) and from living in a family 
with one worker to one with no workers (73 percent). In 
general, these changes were associated with declines 
in general welfare for persons of modest means over 
the period. 

MOVEMENT INTO AND OUT OF POVERTY: 
1985-86 

The preceding income section dealt with persons 
distributed along the whole income distribution. This 
section focuses on those persons below the poverty 
level in 1985 (that ii> persons whose family income, or 
personal income in the case of unrelated individuals, 
was less than their appropriate poverty threshold- 
indicated by an income to poverty ratio below 1.00). 
Factors associated with an increased likelihood of exit- 
ing poverty between 1 985 and 1 986 are discussed. Also 
mentioned are some of the characteristics of persons 
who had been above the poverty level in 1 985 whose 
income was below the poverty level the next year. 

Although the majority of persons who were poor in 
1985 were :<t;il poor the following year, 23.8 percent of 
poor person.** in 1985 were not poor by 1986 (see table 
G). This poverty "exit" rate for the 1985-86 period was 
not significantly different from the exit rate between 
1984-85 (24.5 percent). Even though a significant frac- 
tion of tho 1985 poverty population was able to exit 
poverty in the following year, the total number of poor 
persons Jn 1 986 was not significantly different from the 

1985 figure because of the addition of persons who 
were poor in 1986 who had not been poor in 1985. 12 
Such porsons represented 22.9 percent of the poor in 

1986 (53ee table H). 

Distance Above or Below the Poverty Level 

It is important to know how far above or below the 
poverty level individuals are to get a notion of the 
relative economic status as well as how long a house- 
hold income has been above or below the poverty 



12 Some of these persons became poor or escaped poverty not 
because or a change in their personal income but because of a 
change in their family status, or a combination of both. For example, 
a four-person family with total income of $10,000 in 1985 would have 
been poor. If one of the family members who earned $6,000 left the 
family to live by him or herself, he or she would not be poor in 1986 if 
their earnings did not change, while the rest of the family members in 
1 985— assuming no other income change— would still be poor. Changes 
in family composition are discussed m more detail in the section on 
family size. 
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Table G. Distribution of Persons, by Poverty Status in 1985 and in 1936 

(Numbers in thousands) 



Ratio of income to 
poverty level in 1985 


Total 


Ratio of income-to-poverty level in 1986 


Number 


Percent 


Below 1.00 


Above 1.00 


Total 


Below 75 


.75 to .99 


Total 


100 to 
1.24 


1.25 or 
more 


Total 


226,477 


100.0 


10.3 


6.4 


3.9 


89.7 


4.1 


85.6 


Below 1.00 in 1985 


23,603 


100.0 


76.2 


52.8 


23.4 


23.8 


10.3 


13.4 


Below .75 in 1985 


15,154 


100.0 


86.6 


72.6 


14.0 


13.4 


5.9 


7.5 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


8,449 


100.0 


57.5 


17.3 


40.2 


42.5 


18.4 


24.1 


Above 1.00 in 1985 


202,874 


100.0 


2.6 


1.0 


1.6 


97 4 


3.4 


94.0 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 


11,166 


100.0 


17.9 


43 


13.5 


82.1 


31.1 


51.0 


1.25 or more in 1985 


191,708 


100.0 


1.8 


0.8 


1.0 


?8.2 


1.8 


96.5 



level. 13 The gauge of distance from the poverty level 
that is used here is the same as used in the previous 
income section— the ratio of family income (or personal 
income in the case of unrelated individuals) to the 
poverty level. Persons whose income was close to the 
poverty level— either above or below it— had a much 
higher probability of changing statuses. For example, 



13 The length of the reference period is an important issue in the 
analysis of poverty statistics. Whether the poverty level incomes of 
these persons will continue beyond a 2-year period cannot be 
assessed from SIPP data. In addition, we do not know when the 
poverty spell for many of these persons began except those who 
became poor between 1985 and 1986. Some studies attempt to look 
at the lifetime experience of the population while other recent studies 
look at very short time periods. Based on data from the University of 
Michigan's Panel Study of Income Dynamics, an ongoing longitudinal 
survey ;n operation since 1968, about one of four persons in the U.S. 
was below the poverty level at some time in the 1969-78 period. See 
Greg J. Duncan, Years of Poverty, Years of Plenty, University of 
Michigan 1984. About 21.8 percent of the population had income 
below the poverty level in 1 to 7 of the 1 0 years of study, and 2.6 
percent had poverty level income in 8 or more years of the 10-year 
period, Other studies have looked at poverty status on a monthly basis 
(using data from the SIPP) since eligibility for means-tested transfer 
programs such as Aid to Families With Dependent Children (AFDC) or 
food stamps are based on income (as well as other criteria) for periods 



17.9 percent of persons with income just above the 
poverty level in 1 985 (that is with a poverty ratio of 1 .00 
to 1.24) became poor in 1986, compared with only 1.8 
percent of persons with an income-to-poverty level ratio 
above 1.25 in 1985. 14 Looking at persons who were 
poor in 1985, those whose ratio of inconie-to-poverty 
level was relatively close to the poverty line (i.e., between 
.75 and .99) had a much higher exit rate in 1986 (42.5 
percent) than poor persons in 1985 with a ratio below 
.75 (13.4 percent). 15 

Overall, the majority of persons who exited poverty 
between 1985 and 1 986 had an income-to-poverty ratio 



of considerably less than a year. Using data from the 1 984 SIPP panel 
file, Rugqles found that 30 percent of persons experienced at least 1 
month with income below the poverty level during a 16-month period. 
See Patricia Ruggles, Short Term Fluctuations in Income and Their 
Relationship to the Characteristics of the Low Income Population, 
Survey of Income and Program Participation working paper No. 8802, 
June 1988. 

14 lt should be noted however, that 6^.7 percent of persons who 
became poor in 1986 who were not poor in 1985 had a ratio above 
1.25 in that year. 

15 ln addition, the majority of persons who exited poverty between 
1 985 and 1 986 (63,9 percent) had an income-to-poverty ratio between 
.75 and .99 even though such persons represented a minority of all 
poor persons in 1985 (35.8 percent). 



Table H. Distribution of Persons, by Poverty Status in 1986 and in 1985 

(Numbers in thousands) 



Income-to-poverty ratios in 1985 


Total 


Income-to-poverty ratios in 1986 


Below 1.00 


Above 1.00 


Total 


Below .75 


.75 to .99 


Total 


1.00 to 1.24 


1 .25 or more 


Total 


226,477 


23,340 


14,479 


8,861 


203,137 


9,312 


193,825 




100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Below 1.00 in 1985 


10.4 


77.1 


86.1 


62.3 


2.8 


26.2 


1.6 


Below .75 in 1985 


6.7 


56.3 


76.0 


24.0 


1.0 


9.6 


0.6 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


3.7 


20.0 


10.1 


38.3 


1.8 


16.7 


1.1 


Above 1.00 in 1985 


89.6 


22.9 


13.9 


37.7 


S7.2 


73.8 


98.4 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 


4.9 


8.5 


3.3 


17.1 


4.5 


37.3 


2.9 


1.25 or more in 1985 


84.6 


14.4 


10.6 


20.6 


92.7 


36.5 


95.4 




1.9 
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above 1.25 in 1996. This, coupled with the fact that the 
majority of persons who became poor had an income- 
to-poverty level ratio above 1.25 would seemingly indi- 
cate a substantial economic or household composition 
change (beyond the addition or subtraction of a single 
household member, for example) rather than a minor 
fluctuation in income was the cause of the poverty 
status change for the majority of both persons who 
entered and exited poverty between 1985 and 1986. 
This is analyzed further below. 



years, 19.8 percent for persons 65 years and over, and 
34.6 percent for persons 18 to 24 years. 20 Young adults 
were also more likely than children or the elderly to 
move from poor to an income-to-poverty ratio above 
1.25. The relatively transient nature of the poverty of 
young adults as opposed to these other age groups is 
tied to such life cycle events as new household forma- 
tion, completion of education, and first career-oriented 
employment, all of which can strongly affect income or 
their appropriate poverty threshold. 



Differences in Transition by Selected 
Characteristics 

Race and Hispanic origin. Poor persons who were 
White were significantly more likely than Blacks or 
persons of Hispanic origin to exit poverty between 1985 
and 1986. 16 About 28.3 percent of Whites who had been 
poor in 1985 were able to exit poverty by 1986, com- 
pared with 16.5 percent of Blacks and 14.8 percent of 
persons of Hispanic origin. 17 The exit rates between 
1985 and 1986 for Whites, Blacks, and Hispanics (respec- 
tively) were not significantly different from the compa- 
rable exit rates between 1984 and 1985. Unlike poor 
Blacks, a majority of the poor Whites who exited poverty 
were able to raise their income above 1.25 of the 
poverty level in 1986, making it less likely that they 
would slip back into poverty in the subsequent year. 18 
Poor Hispanics who exited were about evenly divided 
between those above and below the 1.25 level in 1986. 

In general, for each racial or ethnic group, persons 
with an income-to-poverty ratio below .75 had a lower 
likelihood of exiting poverty than persons witn a .75 to 
.99 ratio. For example, Whites with a ratio below .75 in 
1985 had an exit rate in 1986 of 19.2 percent, compared 
with 41.1 percent of those with a ratio between .75 and 
.99. 

Age. The elderly and children were less likely to exit 
poverty between 1 985 and 1 986 than other age groups. 19 
Young adults, on the other hand, were more likely than 
either of these groups to exit poverty during this period. 
The exit rates were 19.1 percent for children under 18 



16 Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race but the vast 
majority are included in the White category in SIPP. 

17 The exit rates for Blacks and persons of Hispanic origin were not 
statistically different from each other. 

18 This makes it less likely that Whites will slip back into poverty in 
subsequent years than Blacks since persons with income above the 
1.25 level had less likelihood of having poverty level incomes in 
subsequent years As an illustration, only 1.4 percent of Whites with 
income above the 1 .25 level in 1 985 became poor by 1 986, while 1 7.8 
percent with an income-to-poverty level ratio between 1.00 and 1.24 
became poor. 

19 For the elderly, this relatively low exit rate was despite the fact 
that about thiee-fourths of poor persons 65 years and over in 1985 
had an income-to«poverty ratio between .75 and .99. As indicated 
earlier, for the poor (regardless of age) such persons had a consid- 
Q ably higher exit rate than persons below .75 of the povorty level. 



Type of residence. A somewhat higher proportion of 
poor persons living in suburban areas than central cities 
were able to exit poverty between 1985 and 1986. For 
the suburban poor the exit rate was 28.3 percent, 
compared with 20.9 percent in central cities. The exit 
rate in nonmetropolitan areas (23.8 percent) was not 
significantly different from that for either cit;?s or subur- 
ban areas. 

Migration. A higher proportion of persons below than 
above the poverty line in 1985 moved between 1985 
and 1986: 32.2 percent of the poor and 23.4 percent of 
persons with income above the poverty level had a 
change in address. Moving was not only associated with 
higher exit rates between 1985 and 1986 for the poor, 
but also with a somewhat greater likelihood of becoming 
poor for persons above the poverty level in 1985. The 
poverty exit rate between 1985 and 1986 was 21.5 
percent for persons who did not change residence, but 
28.6 percent for persons who moved, and 37.6 percent 
for persons who moved to a different State. 21 For 
persons above the poverty level in 1985, 2.3 percent of 
nonmovers but 3.8 percent of movers fell below the 
poverty level in 1 986. 

Family size and composition. In the March CPS, the 
Census Bureau collects information on the amount of 
income received by each person during January through 
December of the previous year. The calculation of 
family income, and thus poverty status, in the CPS 
assumes the family members living together in March 
existed as a unit throughout the previous calendar year. 
This, of course, is not necessarily true: A couple could 
have married or had a child in the January or February 
directly preceding the March survey, for example. Using 
the data from SIPP in this report, we are able to 
determine the poverty status of each person based on 
their actual living arrangements each month during the 
period of study. We are then able to compare changes 
in poverty status of persons who did or did not have a 
change in family status during the year. In this report 



^The exit rate fbi young adults (34.6 percent) was not significantly 
different from that for persons 18 to 64 years (27.0 percent). 

2, The exit rate for interstate movers was not statistically different 
from that for all movers. 
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Figure 

Poverty Exit Rates in 1986 for Persons Who Were Poor in 1985, 
by Selected Characteristics 



ALL PERSONS 

Income below .75 of poverty level 
in 1985 

Adults who did not work in 
1985 or 1986 

Persons of Hispanic origin 
Black persons 

Children under 18 years 
Persons 65 years and over 
Adults not high school graduates 
Persons living in central cities 

Fersons in married- couple families 
both years 

Persons living in suburban areas 
White persons 

Adults who completed 
High school, no college 

Persons 18 to 24 years old 

Persons who moved to different 
State between 1985 and 1986 

Worked less than year-round, 
full time both years 

Worked year-round, full-time 
both years 

Income between .75 and .99 
of the poverty level in 19F5 

Adults who had completed 4 
or more years of college 




23.8 



27.0 
B23.3 
1 28.3 



|32.e 
1 34.6 



I 37.6 



j 41.5 
1 41.9 
■ 42.5 



I 57.5 



family status changes in composition and size are 
based on the most common status during the calendar 
year. For example, a person who in 1985 was single in 
January through March but married in April through 
December would be characterized here as married in 
1985. 22 

Family status change can take many forms— from 
being in a married-couple family in one year to a family 
with a femala householder with no spouse present in 
the next year, or to becoming an unrelated individual 
living alone. About 6.3 percent of the poor in 1985 
underwent a family status change in 1986. Regardless 



ERIC 



'See definitions section for additional clarification. 



of what the change entailed, poor persons who under- 
went a family status change between 1985 and 1986 
were much more likely to exit poverty than those who 
did not have a family status change (50.1 percent 
versus 22.0 percent, respectively). Particularly high exit 
rates were evidenced for poor persons who became 
members of married-couple families from some other 
family type (59.3 percent exited between 1985 and 
1966, compared with 28.3 percent of persons who 
changed from married couple to other family typ^). 
Persons in married-couple families in both years ha a 
higher exit rate than persons in other stable living 
arrangements (27.0 percent, compared with 18.1 per- 
cent for persons in other family types). 
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Family status change was more common among 
persons who became poor in 1986 (14.3 percent) than 
among persons who were already pcor (6.3 percent) or 
who were nonpoor both years (4.8 percent). 23 Never- 
theless, 52.8 percent of persons who became poor in 
1986 were in married-couple families in both years, 
compared with 42.2 percent of persons who exited 
poverty during this period and 75.0 percent of persons 
above the poverty level in both 1985 and 1986. 

Persons in large families (those with five or more 
members) had a lower exit rate than members of 
smaller families (19.0 percent versus 26.5 percent, 
respectively) between 1985 and 1986. About 34.2 per- 
cent of the poor in 1985 were in large families. Persons 
who were in families that increased in size between 
1985 and 1986 had an exit rate of 27.8 percent, a figure 
which was not significantly different from that for per- 
sons in families with no change in size (22.8 percent) or 
those in families which decreased in size (22.1 percent). 24 

Most persons did not change their relationship within 
the household between 1985 and 1986— for example, 
most people who were householders, spouses, a child 
of the householder or a nonrelative in 1985 held the 
same status in 1986. About 4.5 percent of all persons 
(and a similar fraction of the poor) did, however, change 
status, shifting, for example, from a child in their paren- 
tal home in 1985 to a householder or spouse in another 
household in 1 986. Poor persons in 1 985 whose house- 
hold relationship category changed in 1986 had a 
considerably higher exit rate than those with no change 
in household relationship (49.4 percent versus 22.5 
percent). 

Educational attainment. Although 55.4 percent of poor 
adults in 1985 had not completed high school, some 
persons with poverty level income were found in each 
educational category, including those who had com- 
pleted 4 or more years of college. As years of school 
completed increased, the poverty exit rate tended to 
increase between 1985 and 1986. For example, for 
persons who were not high school graduates the exit 
rate was 20.2 percent, compared with a rate of 57.5 
percent for persons who had completed 4 or more years 
of college. 

Many poor persons in 1985 who had not completed 
high school did, however, exit poverty between 1985 
and 1986. They represented 41 percent of all adults 
who went from below to above poverty level income 
during this period. But they were more likely than other 
education groups to have exited to a near poverty level 
income. For example, 87.9 percent of poor persons with 



4 or more years of collego who exited had income 
above 125 percent of the poverty level, compared with 
48.6 percent of those without a hign school diploma. 

Work experience and number of workers. Overall, 
27.3 percent of poor persons 18 years old and over in 

1 985 had income above the poverty level in 1 986. About 
41.9 percent of persons below the poverty level in 1985 
who worked year-round, full-time in both 1985 and 1986 
exited poverty in 1 986, a figure not significantly different 
from the exit rate of persons who worked less than 
year-round both years (41.5 percent). Poor adults who 
did not work in either 1985 or 1986 had a low exit rate 
(15.3 percent), but nevertheless represented 27.4 per- 
cent of all adults who exited poverty between 1985 and 
1986. Their exit from poverty could be due to the 
increased earnings of another family member, a change 
in family composition, receipt of income other than 
earnings, or a combination of these factors. 

Although 56.7 percent of adults who remained poor 
in both years did not work in either 1985 or 1986, 14.2 
percent either worked year-round, full-time in both years, 
or increased their weeks worked between 1985 and 

1986 from not working to working part-year or from 
working part-year to year-round, full-time. 25 

Like the poor who exited poverty between 1985 and 
1986, only about 1 of 4 persons who became poor in 
1 986 (who were not poor in 1 985) had a change in their 
weeks worked during this period. About 10.2 percent of 
these "newly" poor persons worked year-round, full- 
time in both 1985 and 1986 and an additional 2.6 
percent had apparently increased their work effort dur- 
ing this period by increasing from part-year to ye~r- 
round, full-time worker or from not working to working. 
About 25.6 percent did not work in either year, and an 
additional 12.7 percent stopped working between 1985 
and 1986. 26 

The number of workers in the family was strongly 
associated with the exit rate for poor persons between 
1985 and 1986. Only 10.2 percent of the poor whose 
household had no workers in either 1 985 or 1 986 exited 
poverty compared with 33.0 percent of those with one 
worker in both years and 50.7 percent of tnu»e in 
households with two or more workers in both years. 

About 40.1 percent of persons who fell into poverty 
between 1985 and 1986 were in families in which the 
number of workers decreased during this period. An 
additional 15.7 percent were in families in which there 



^The latter two figures are not statistically different from each 
other. 

24 Trw latter rate excludes persons who were in two-person 
q ' milies in 1985. 
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25 This is an underestimate of the proportion with increased weeks 
and/or hours worked since it excludes increases within category— for 
example, an increase from working 10 weeks to working 30 weeks. 

20 The proportion which stopped work was not significantly differ- 
ent from the proportion who worked year-round full time in both years. 
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was no worker in either year. The remainder either did 
not have a change in the number of workers in their 
families (42.6 percent) or had an increase in the number 
of workers (1.6 percent). 27 

Participation in assistance programs. Data in table 5 
show whether or not persons participated in major 
assistance programs during any month by poverty sta- 
tus in 1985 and 1986. 28 Care should be used in attrib- 
uting causality by recipiency status to a person's exit 
from or fall into poverty since (a) some of these pro- 
grams provide noncash assistance only and are not 
given a cash equivalent value in determining poverty 



status; (b) most of the programs that do give cash 
assistance provide such assistance at levels far below 
the poverty level 29 ; (c) most of these programs were not 
designed to prevent a person slipping into poverty nor to 
provide a mechanism for lifting them out of poverty but 
rather to provide aid while persons were poor. 

Since participation benefits are relatively low, poor 
persons who participated both years had a low exit rate 
(11.8 percent). Conversely, poor persons who went 
from being a participant to a nonparticipant in assis- 
tance programs had a higher exit rate (61.8 percent) 
than persons who did not participate in either year (43.4 
percent) or those who went from a nonparticipant to a 



27 ln this paragraph, the 40.1 percent figure was not significantly 
different from the 42.6 percent figure. 

28 "Major assistance programs" were defined to include Aid to 
Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), general assistance, Sup- 
plemental Security Income (SSI), focd f tamps, Medicaid, and public or 
subsidized housing. 



29 Among the States, for example, the median AFDC benefit in 
1988 was about 46 percent o f the poverty level in that year for a family 
of three. See U.S. House of Representatives, Committee on Ways and 
Means. Background Material and Data on Programs within the Juris- 
diction of the Committee on Ways and Means, WMCP. 101-4 1989, 
table 9, page 540. 



Table I. Comparison of CPS and SIPP Poverty Rates, by Selected Characteristics: 1985 and 1986 

(Estimates from SIPP based on 1985 panel file) 



Charactenstic 


Percent below 
poverty level 


Percentage 
point 
difference, 
CPS-SIPP 


CPS/SIPP 


CPS 1 


SIPP 


1985 










AGE 










Total 


14.0 


10.4 


3.6 


1.35 




20.7 


17.1 


3.6 


1.21 


1 8 to 64 years 


11.3 


7.9 


3.4 


1.43 




12.6 


8.9 


3.7 


1.42 


SEX 










Male 


12.3 


9.0 


3.3 


1.37 




15.6 


11.7 


3.9 


1.33 


RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN 










White 


11.4 


7.7 


3.7 


1.48 


Black 


31.3 


27.9 


3.4 


1.12 




29.0 


23.5 


5.5 


1.23 


1986 










AGE 










Total 


13.6 


7/ 10.3 


3.3 


1.32 




20.5 


/ % 17.1 


3.4 


1.20 




108 


7.7 


3.i 


1.40 




12.4 


9.0 


3.4 


1.38 


SEX 










Male 


11.8 


9.0 


2.8 


1.31 




15.2 


11.5 


3.7 


1.32 


RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN 












11.0 


7.6 


3.4 


1.45 




31.1 


27.3 


3.8 


1.14 




27.3 


23.9 


3.4 


1.14 



Standard errors for the 1 985 and 1 986 Current Population Survey poverty rates can be denved from Appendix B of Current Population Reports, 
Series P-60, No. 160. Poverty in the United States: 1986. 
© persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 
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participant (20.8 percent). 30 Presumably most persons 
who went from a participant to a nonparticipant and 
were able to raise their living standard from below to 
above the poverty level, did so by increased earnings 
(either their own or some other family member's). It 
should be noted that about 30 percent of the poor in 
1985 did not receive any program assistance in any 
month. 



TECHNICAL NOTES 

Computation of poverty status in SIPP and compar- 
ison with CPS estimates. Official poverty data in the 
CPS are based on questions on income received in the 
preceding calendar year which are asked in the March 
supplement. Family composition is fixed as of the 
survey date and assumed to be constant over the 
previous year (in the case of 1985 poverty status, the 
data were collected in March 1 986). In this report using 
the 1985 SIPP panel, income information was collected 
for each month. Family composition data was updated 
on a monthly basis also. A person's annual poverty 
status was determined by comparing the sum of the 
person's monthly income (family income or unrelated 
individual income as appropriate) against the sum of the 
appropriate monthly poverty thresholds. If the sum of 
the monthly incomes was below the sum of the monthly 
poverty thresholds, the person was classified as below 
the poverty level for the year. 

Poverty estimates vary considerably between the 
CPS and SIPP. An earlier study showed that an approach 
that adjusts poverty for changes in household compo- 
sition results in a poverty estimate that is about 5 
percent lower than an estimate based on an approach 
that does not adjust for changes in household composition. 31 

Other than treatment of changes in household com- 
position, there are several other differences between 
CPO and SIPP that should be noted in comparing results 
from the two surveys. First, the shorter recall period in 
SIPP results in more accurate data on the receipt of 
transfer income. This difference would tend to result in 
SIPP poverty estimates that are lower than CPS poverty 
estimates. A second difference concerns the way in 
which self-employment income is recorded. It is possi- 
ble to record negative amounts in CPS, but not in SIPP. 
This difference would also tend to result in SIPP esti- 
mates of poverty that are lower than CPS estimates. 
However, wage and salary income estimates tend to be 
lower in SIPP than in the CPS. It is possible that persons 
tend to report net rather than gross wage and salary 
income in the SIPP. This would tend to result in SIPP 
estimates of poverty 'hat are higher than the CPS 



30 ln this paragraph, 20.8% was not significantly different from 1 1.8 
percent. 

3, See John F. Coder, et.al., Preliminary Data from the SIPP 
Q 83-84 Longitudinal Research File. SIPP Working Paper No. 8702. 
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estimates for those persons/families with wage and 
salary income. It is also possible because of its more 
frequent interviews that SiPP has better renortintj of 
intermittent income than does the CPS. If ouch income 
tends to cluster at the lower end of the earnings 
distribution, this would tend to lower the number of poor. 

The data file used in this report (see appendix D for a 
description* is based on persons for whom a complete 
set of observations was obtained over a 2-1/2 year 
period. These persons were weighted to reflect the total 
population as of March 1, 1985. The total weighted 
number of persons in 1985 will fall short of the indepen- 
dent estimates of the total population because some 
persons with positive weights are excluded from the 
analysis, namely, those who died or were institutional- 
ized. The total estimate for 1986 will fall short of 
independent estimates for the same reasons and because 
of natural increase and net migration between 1985 and 
1986. 

Tables I and J compare selected poverty rates and 
year-to-year changes in these rates from the March 

1986 and 1987 CPS (in which 1985 and 1986 poverty 
statistics were collected) with the 1985 SIPP panel file 
figures. In general, SIPP estimates are considerably 
lower, with the CPS poverty rate for 1985 being 3.6 
(±0.6) percentage points greater than the comparable 
SIPP estimate. 

Comparison of SIPP and CPS income estimates. 

Table 1 of this report examined the distribution of family 
(or individual) income in 1985 and 1986 for each fully- 
interviewed SIPP respondent. Table K compares some 
of these estimates with those derived from the March 

1987 CPS. The reference period for both sets of esti- 
mates is calendar year 1986. 

Table J. Comparison of 1985-86 Year-to-Year Per- 
centage Point Change in Poverty Rate 
Between CPS and SIPP 



Characteristic 


CPS 1 


SIPP 


AGE 








-0.4 


-0.1 




-0.2 




18 to 64 years 


-0.5 


-0.2 




-0.1 


0.1 


SEX 








-0 5 






-0.4 


-0.2 


RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN 






White 


-0.4 


-0.1 


Black 


-0.2 


-0.6 




-1.7 


0.4 



'Standard errors for the Current Population Survey figures can be 
obtained from Appendix B of the Current Population Reports, Series 
P-60. No. 160, Poverty in the United States: 1986. 

2 Persons of Hispar.. origin may be of any race 
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Table K. Comparison of CPS and SIPP Estimates of Median Family or Individual Income, All Persons: 1986 



Characteristic 


SIPP 


CPS 


Modian income 


Standard error 


Median income 


Standard error 




,o1U 


$203 


$27,315 


$98 


RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN 












28,962 


249 


29,143 


117 




17,822 


669 


16,364 


240 




20,277 


379 


19.171 


343 


AGE 












28,045 


421 


' 27,126 


185 


18 to 24 years 


27,306 


625 


26,116 


298 


25 to 44 years 


30,269 


220 


30,483 


103 


45 to 64 years 


30,976 


409 


32,004 


180 


65 years and over 


14,500 


324 


14,856 


151 



Persons of Hispanic origin may be or any race. 



The SIPP median family (or individual) income for all 
persons in 1986 was $27,310, not significantly different 
from the comparable CPS figure. SIPP median incomes 
of Blacks ($17,822) and persons of Hispanic origin 
($20,277) were somewhat higher than comparative CPS 
estimates. There was no statistically significant differ- 
ence between SIPP and CPS estimates for White per- 
sons. 

SIPP estimates of income for those under the age of 
18 ($28,045) and between the ages of 18 and 24 



($27,306) were higher than the comparable CPS esti- 
mates, while the CPS estimate for persons 45 to 64 
years old ($32,004) was higher than the comparable 
SIPP figure. 

USER COMMENTS 

We ar9 interested in your reaction to the usefulness 
and content of this report. We welcome your recommen- 
dations. If you have suggestions or comments, please 
send them to: Dr. Gordon Green, Housing and House- 
hold Economic Statistics Division, U.S. Bureau of the 
Census, Washington, DC 20233. 
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Table 1. Distribution of Persons, by Family Income: 1985 and 1986 



Characteristic 



INCOME YEAR 1985 
All persons 

Sex 

Male 

Female 

Age 

Under 18 years 

Under 6 years 

18 to 24 years 

25 to 44 years 

45 to 64 years 

65 years and over 

75 years and over 

Race and Hispanic Ongin 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 1 

Educational Attainment 

Persons 1c years and over 

Nol a high school graduate . 
High school graduate, no 

college 

1-3 years ol college 

4 or more years of college . 

Region 

Northeast 

Midwest 

South 

West 

Typo of Residence 

Inside metropolrtan area . 

Inside centra! aty 

Outside central aty 
Outside metropolitan area. 
Family Sue 

One person 

Two persons 

Three persons 
Four persons .... 
Frve persons ..... 
Sc< persons ex more . 

INCOME YEAR 198C 

Alt persons 

Sax 

Male 

Female 



Under 18 years 

Under 6 yoars 

18 to 24 years . 

25 to 44 years ... . 

45 to 64 years . 

65 years and over . 

75 years and over 

Race and Hispanic Ongin 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 1 



Total 
(thous) 



Educational Att&.n..K>nt 

Persons 18 years and ovor . 
Not a high school graduate , . 
High school graduate, no 

college 

1-3 years of college 

4 or more years of college . . . 



226,477 

108.954 
117,523 



59,237 
18,123 
25,673 
71,918 
43,888 
25,761 
9,655 



192.194 
26,954 
15,705 



167,240 

41.126 

58,438 
38,337 
29,339 



45,921 
6C957 
76,437 
43,163 



170,756 
66,100 

104,656 
55,721 



28,291 
50,273 

54,386 
29,892 
22,313 



108,954 
117,523 



S9.237 
18,123 
25,673 
71,918 
43,888 
25,761 
9,655 



192,194 
26,954 
15 705 



167,240 
41,126 

58,438 
38,337 
29,339 



Under 
$5,000 



41 



3. 
50 



48 
58 
49 
28 
33 
66 
88 



28 
134 
69 



3.9 

85 

28 
24 
1 3 



42 
38 
53 
23 



12 1 
34 
38 
22 
2 1 
33 



52 
55 
38 
30 
3 1 
66 
93 



28 
126 
82 



3.7 
87 



$5,000 
to 

$9,999 



90 



76 
104 



9.2 
8.4 
7.5 
64 
67 
21.5 
28 5 



8 1 
159 
14.6 



90 

192 

7.7 
4.6 
2.8 



9 1 
77 
104 
83 



76 
11.3 

57 
127 



24 2 
92 
65 
48 
52 
96 



89 



74 
103 



82 
83 
73 
58 
78 
22.5 
28 4 



8 1 
152 
158 



91 
198 

7.6 
52 
25 



$10,000 
to 

$19,999 



204 
21 9 



i92 
22.4 
21.7 
19.3 
18.7 
350 
30 2 



20 7 
24 9 
29 7 



21 9 
32 4 

22 8 
167 
12.2 



196 
195 
23 7 
21 0 



197 
23 0 
176 
25 9 



32 8 
28 7 
187 
154 
163 
15 1 



20 2 



189 
2i 4 



183 
21 2 
22.3 
17 7 
17 7 
34 0 
354 



194 

25 8 
24 9 



20.9 
30.8 

22 3 
16 4 
10.2 



$20,000 
to 

$29,999 



21 4 



22.1 
20.8 



22 7 
26 3 
19 3 

23 7 
197 
173 
11.4 



21 ; 

22 1 

T.5 5 



21.0 

19 1 

25 3 
19 6 
169 



19 4 

21 5 

22 4 
21 8 



21 1 
21 2 

21 0 

22 5 



16 4 
24 0 
206 
21.5 

21 9 

22 8 



21.0 



21 6 
205 



21.4 
24 2 
208 
22 7 
19 4 
18 2 
126 



21 3 

20.2 
24 9 



209 
196 

24 8 
196 
16 4 



$30,000 
to 

$39,999 



160 



167 
153 



174 
170 
127 
200 
138 
82 
54 



17.2 
93 
11.4 



154 

94 

164 
188 
175 



164 
17.7 
14.7 
152 



163 
140 
177 
149 



77 
135 
183 
199 
184 
147 



163 



172 
15* 



176 
183 
135 
19 9 
154 
76 
52 



172 
11.0 
136 



153 
10 1 

17.2 
18.7 
17.3 



$40,000 
to 

$49,999 



10.5 



11 0 
10 1 



10 7 
9 1 

10 2 

11 3 

12.6 
t. 5 
34 



11.0 
64 
65 



104 

5.7 

100 
<27 
15 0 



11.9 

10 9 
87 

11 8 



11.4 
10 1 
123 
77 



3.2 
8.5 
13 4 
12.8 
12.0 
11.5 



11 3 



11.8 
10 9 



126 
11 3 

10 5 
13 1 

11 2 
44 
29 



120 
61 

66 



10 9 

52 

10 4 
13 5 
16 2 



$50,000 
to 

$74,999 



120 



128 
11 3 



11 1 

76 
157 
11 4 
167 
43 
37 



127 

72 
33 

124 

43 

11 0 
171 
203 



13 5 
12.3 
105 
127 



13 6 
97 

160 
74 



2.3 
86 
136 
158 
160 
14 8 



13 1 
11 2 



11.5 
8.0 
14.6 
12.1 
16.2 
4.1 
2.8 



126 
76 
4 1 



12 3 
43 

11 1 
158 

21.3 



$75,000 

io 

$99,999 



30 
22 
53 
33 
49 
10 
09 



38 
0.7 
1.1 



35 
42 
25 
42 



06 
1 8 
30 
54 
47 
55 



38 



42 
34 



40 
10 

26 
62 
84 



$100,000 
and 
over 



22 



25 
1 9 



1 8 

1 2 

2 7 
1.8 
36 
1 5 
1 6 



2 5 
0.1 
09 



2 4 

06 

1 3 
28 
65 



23 
24 
1 8 

2.6 



2.5 
".8 
2.9 
1.4 



08 
23 
2.0 
2.3 
3.4 
2.7 



2 3 



2.6 
2.1 



22 
1 4 

2,1 
23 
3.4 
1.0 
1.3 



2.6 

0 1 

1 0 



2.3 
06 

1 3 
27 
65 



Median income 



Value 



ERIC 



$26,450 



27,980 
25.093 



26,525 
23,941 
27,689 
28,670 
30,881 
14,592 
12.000 



28,092 
17,400 
19.297 



26.421 

15,398 

25,509 
?? °'9 
39,449 



28,338 
26,394 
23.673 
27,841 



T8,446 
23.158 
31.5^3 
21,951 



12,606 
22,638 
30.133 
32.369 
31.865 
29,512 



29,227 
25,650 



28,045 
25.137 
27,306 
30,269 
30,976 
14,500 
11.992 



28.962 
17,822 
20,277 



27.053 
1 5,551 

26,067 
32,962 
41,161 | 
I 



Standard 
error 



$368 



573 
474 



687 
869 
1308 
694 
879 
610 
635 



447 
665 
1187 



228 

300 

303 
405 
701 



1011 
807 
485 
911 



49 > 
541 
449 
475 



463 
502 
802 
589 
828 
1247 



633 
502 



803 
1051 
1193 
484 
781 
619 
651 



474 
669 
940 



240 
319 

322 
410 
489 



Mean income 



Value 



$33,100 



34.717 
31,601 



32.152 
28.640 
35,669 
33,617 
38.478 
22,114 
20,295 



34,565 
21,540 
23,750 



33,436 

21.038 

31,149 
39.272 
47.744 



34,227 
34,447 
30,244 
35.057 



34.871 
29.954 
37.976 
27,674 



18,445 
29,652 
34,400 
38,620 
38,351 
36.555 



33,793 



35,510 
32.202 



33.426 
29.694 
35.006 
35.105 
38,648 
21,493 
19.514 



35,211 
22.594 
24,055 



33.923 
21.228 

31,530 
39,415 
49,310 



Standard 
error 



$392 



592 
519 



731 
1.063 
1,212 

617 
1.040 
1,105 
2,236 
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Table 1. Distribution of Persons, by Family Income: 1985 and 1986— Continued 



Charactensbc 


Total 
(thous) 


Under 
$5,000 


55,000 
to 

$9,999 


$10,000 
to 

$19,999 


$20,000 
to 

$29,999 


$30,000 
to 

$39,999 


$40,000 
to 

$49,999 


$50,000 
to 

$74,999 


$75,000 
to 

$99,999 


$100,000 
and 
over 


Modian income 


Mean income 


Value 


oianoaro 
error 


Value 


Standard 
error 


INCOME YEAR 1986— Con 






























Region 






























Nortroast 


45,921 


4.0 


97 


175 


191 


15 2 


125 


14 3 


50 


2 7 


$29,816 


$941 


$36 505 


$1 112 


Midwest .... 


60,957 


36 


75 


16 7 


21 6 


17.6 


123 


126 


35 


26 


29.097 


83S 


34 703 


( UJ 


South 


76,437 


5b 


94 


23 5 


21 e 


155 


96 


10 5 


25 


1 7 


24 248 


530 


30.582 


619 


West 


43,163 


20 


92 


194 


21 2 


17 1 


11.7 


11 9 


52 


24 


28 819 


995 


35,31 1 


955 


Type of Residence 






























Inside metropolitan area . . 


170,756 


3 7 


8 2 


16.4 


202 


16 5 


124 


13 5 


4.5 


26 


29.621 


510 


35,758 


495 


inside central city 


66,100 


56 


11 9 


21.6 


205 


145 


10 8 


93 


3.8 


1 7 


24.199 


597 


31,291 


863 


Outside central city 


104,656 


23 


59 


16.4 


20.1 


17 7 


134 


16 2 


4.9 


31 


32.345 


479 


38.580 


588 




55,721 


52 


11.0 


25 6 


23.3 


15> 


60 


77 


1.7 


1 5 


22,459 


483 


27,772 


617 


Family Size 






























One person 


28,^1 


11.7 


239 


32 5 


172 


7.9 


34 


2.1 


08 


05 


12.849 


487 


18,248 


732 


Two persons 


50,273 


33 


103 


26 0 


231 


14.8 


77 


84 


24 


20 


22.673 


525 


29,655 


798 


Three persons .... 


41,321 


30 


66 


17.0 


22 8 


17.4 


13 7 


14.1 


33 


20 


30.168 


790 


34,852 


755 


Four perskO.* 


54.386 


2 1 


46 


13.3 


203 


20.4 


14.7 


158 


55 


33 


33.879 


645 


40.607 


1,033 


Five persons 


29.892 


32 


43 


154 


199 


19 6 


12.8 


16 7 


50 


31 


32.917 


843 


39,335 


1.078 


Six persons or more 


22.313 


41 


7.3 


163 


21.1 


140 


148 


14 4 


Si 


22 


30,669 


1265 


36,833 


1.231 



1 Persons of Hispanic ongin may be of any race 



* 1 
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Table 2. Year-to-Year Changes in Family Income Quintlles: 1985-86 



Characterise 



All persons . 
Lowest fifth m 1985 
Second fifth in 1985 
Third fifth in 1985 
Fourth fifth in 1985 
Highest fifth in 1985 

Males 

Lowest fifth in 1985. 
Second fifth in 1 985 
Third fifth in 1985 . 
Fourth fifth in 1985 
Highest fifth in 1985 

Females .... 
Lowest fifth in 1985 
Second fifth in 1985 
Third fifth m 1985 
Fourth fi**hm 1985 
Highest fifth in 1935 



AGE 

Under 18 years. . 
Lowest fifth in 1985. . 
Second fifth in 1935 
Third fifth in 1985 
Fourth fifth in 1985 
Highest fifth in 1985 

Under 6 yt«trs 
Lowest fifth in 1985. 
Second fifth in 1985 . 
Third fifth in 1985 . . . 
Fourth fifth in 1985 . 
Highest firth in 1985 

18 to 24 years . . 
Lowest fifth in 1 085 
Second fifth in 1985 
Third fifth in 1985 . . 
Fourth fifth in 1985 
Highest fifth in 1985 

25 to 44 years . . 
Lowest fifth in 1985. . 
Second fifth in 1985 
Third fifth in 1935 . . 
Fourth fifth in 1985 . 
Highest fifth in 1985 

45 to 64 years . 
Lowest fifth in 1985. 
Second fifth in 19*5 . 
Third fifth in 1985 . . . 
Fourth fifth m 1985 
Highest fifth in 1985 . 

65 years and over 
Lowest fifth in 1985 
Second fifth m 1 985 
Third fifth in 1985 
Fourth fifth in 1985 . 
Highes* fifth in 1985 . 

70 years and over 
Lowest fifth in 1985 
Socond fifth *n 1985 . 
Tlwd fifth in 1985 . 
Fourth fifth in 1985 . 
Highest fifth in 1985 



RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN 

Whrt> 

Lowest fifth in 1985 

Second ' th in 1985 

Third fifth in 1985 . . . . 
Fourth fifth In 1985 . . . . 
Highest fifth In 1985 



ERIC 



Total 

(thous) 



226.477 
45,295 
45.296 
45.296 
45.295 
45.295 



108.954 
17,933 
21.227 
22.194 
23,214 
24,386 

117,523 
26,06b 
23,407 
22,091 
23,122 
22,837 



59,237 
11,838 
10.931 
12,316 
13.063 
11,088 

18,123 
3,822 
3.964 
4,244 
3,669 
2.424 

25,673 
4,756 
5.323 
4,180 
4,46? 
6.946 

71,918 
10.519 
13.517 
16,267 
17.500 
14,116 

43.888 
6.546 
7,762 
7,881 
8,?oO 

12.039 

25,761 
10,340 
7,101 
3,641 
2,545 
2,135 

9.655 
4.972 
2.333 
993 
627 
731 



192,194 
32,122 
37,391 
38,1 1 1 
41,967 
42.603 



Declined 
1 or more 
quintiles 



178 

(X) 
15? 
22.8 
26 2 
23 7 



178 
(X) 
148 

21 6 
25 0 

22 9 
178 

(X) 
156 

23 9 
27 4 
24.5 



165 
(X) 
157 
205 

23 2 
22 7 

17.9 
(X) 
146 
22 9 

26 4 
30.1 

?0 4 
(X) 
169 

24 7 
30 8 

27 7 

177 
(X) 
12.4 
202 
2b ij 

24 0 

190 
(X) 
155 

25 6 
26.7 
21 6 

161 
(X) 
183 
33 6 
40 4 
27 3 

14.3 
(X) 
24.3 
39.7 
36 8 
25 C 



183 
(X) 
14.2 
22 2 
265 
24.1 



Same 
qutntile 



665 
81 6 
62 1 
55 3 
57 0 
76 3 



65 9 
79.2 
61.6 
55 5 
57 8 
77 1 
67 0 
832 
62 5 
55 2 
56.1 
75 5 



65 7 
81.3 

56 7 

55 9 
58 6 

77 3 

630 
79 9 

57 0 
53.3 
56.1 
69.9 

609 
65 5 

56 6 

51 6 

52 0 
72 3 

63.9 
74 2 
61 8 
55 6 

57 5 
76 0 

69 1 
87 3 
65 0 
55 7 
57 6 

78 4 

76 2 
93 2 
71 6 
55 9 
52.1 
72.7 

78 4 

93.2 
669 
506 
53.3 
74.4 



660 
81 2 
62 3 
56 1 
567 
75 9 



Increased 
1 or more 
qumtifes 



15.8 
18 4 
22 7 
21 9 
16 8 
(X) 



16 3 
208 
23 6 
<>2 9 

17 1 
(X) 

152 
168 
21 8 
209 
16 4 
(X) 



17.7 
16 7 
27.5 
23 6 
18 2 
(X) 

191 
201 
28 5 
23.4 
155 
(X) 

18.7 
34.5 
265 

23 7 
172 

(X) 

184 

25 8 
25 8 

24 3 
17.5 

(X) 

11 8 
127 
195 
18 7 
157 
(X) 

77 
68 
100 
10 4 
76 
(X) 

7.3 
66 
69 
9.7 
99 
(X) 



15.7 
188 
23 5 
21 6 
16 7 
(X) 



Characteristic 



RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGlN-Con. 

Black 

Lowest fifth in 1985 

Second fifth in 1985 

Third fifth in 1985 

Fourth fifth in 1985 . 
Highest fifth in 1985 . . 

Hispanic 1 .... 
Lowes'* fifth in 1985 
Second fifth in 1985 
Third fifth m 1985 
Fourth fifth in 1985 
Highest fifth in 1985 . 

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT 2 

Persons 13 years and over . 

Lowest fifth in 1985 

Second fifth in 1985 

Third fifth tn 1965 

Fourth fifth in 1985 

Hiohest fifth in 1985 

Not a high school graduato 

Lowest fifth in 1985 

Second fifth in 1985 . . 

Third fifth in 1985 

Fourth fifth in 1985 

Highest fifth in 1985 

High school graduate, no 
college 

Lowest fifth in 1935 

Second fifth in 1985 

Third fiftn in 1985 

Fourth fifth in 1985 

Highest fifth in 1985 

1*3 years of college 

Lowest fifth in 1985 
Second fifth in 1985 . 
Third fifth tn 1985 . . . 

Fourth fifth m 1985 

Highc lfthin 1985 

4 or more years of college 

Lowest fifth In 1935 

Second fifth in 1985 

Third fifth in 1985 

Fourth fifth in 1985 . 
Highest fifth in 1985 . 

REGION 

Northeast. . . . 
Lowest fifth in 1985 
Second fifth in 1985 
Third fifth in 1985 . 
Fourth fifth >n 1985 
Highest fifth tn 1985 



Midwest . . 
Lowest fifth in 1985 
Second fifth in 1985 
Third fifth in 1985 . 
Fourth fifth m 1985 
Highest fifth in 1985 

South . . 
Lowest fifth in 1985. 
Second fifth in 1985 
Third fifth in 1985 . . 
Fourth fifth in 1985 . 
Highest fifth in 1985 

West 

Lowest fifth in 1985. 
Second fifth in 1985 
Third fifth in 1985 . . 
Fourth fifth in 1985 . 
Highest fifth in 1985 



Total 
(thous ) 



26,954 
10.260 
5,918 
5,011 
3,176 
2,590 

15,705 
4,741 
4,332 
3,510 
1,811 
1,310 



167,240 
32,161 
33,703 
31,969 
33,272 
36.135 

41.126 
16,132 
10,608 
6,618 
4,577 
3,192 

56.438 
9,776 
13,054 
13,256 
12,068 
10,283 

38,337 
4,373 
6,190 
7,479 
9,006 

11.289 

29,339 
1,680 
3,850 
4,615 
7,622 

1 .,372 



45,921 
8,631 
8,808 
7,748 
10,223 
10,510 

60,957 
10,6^5 
1 1.160 
12,379 
13,360 
13,363 

76,437 
17,384 
16,418 
15,564 
13,739 
13,332 

43,163 
7,290 
8.248 
8,593 
9.014 

10.019 



Declined 
1 or more 
quintiles 



14 4 

21 5 

25 2 

26 1 
201 

180 

(X) 
190 

27 7 
36 8 
27.9 



18.2 
(X) 
15 1 
23 6 

27 4 
2A0 

1C1 
(X) 
189 

28 8 
37 1 
33 0 

19.9 
(X) 
136 
25 0 
31 2 
27.0 

201 

(X) 
13.2 
22.1 
25.6 
25.9 

151 

(X) 
12 5 
14.6 
17.8 
17.0 



154 
(X) 
134 

21 0 

22 4 
187 

!7.8 

oc) 

13.2 
204 
25 9 
25 2 

18.5 
(X) 
16.8 
25.8 
30.1 

24 3 

190 

(X) 
168 
22.2 

25 2 
262 



St»-ne 
qumtile 



696 
83 6 
62.2 
51.4 
53 2 
79 8 

66.4 
85.7 
568 
54.8 
56.9 
72.2 



667 
81.7 
638 
55.1 
564 
76 0 

72.1 
88.8 
660 
55.7 
54.2 
67.0 

644 
78.3 
64.0 
567 
54.7 

73 0 

63.4 
71.3 
63.0 
51.1 
568 

74 1 

66.2 
62.8 
58.3 
563 
59.7 
830 



664 
858 
61.2 
54.6 
569 
81.3 

65 8 
79 4 
62.1 
56.0 
56 1 
74.8 

667 
82 0 
63.7 
54 3 
562 
75.7 

65.0 
78.8 
59.7 
56.9 
56.7 
73.8 



28 



22 



Table 2. Year-to-Year Changes in Family Income Quintiles: 1985-86— Continued 



Characteristic 


Total 
(thous.) 


Declined 
1 or more 
quintiles 


Same 
quintile 


Increased 
1 or more 
quintiles 


Charactonstic 


Total 
(thous) 


Declined 
1 or more 
quintiles 


Same 
quintile 


Increased 
1 or more 
quintiles 


TYPE OF RESIDENCE 










FAMILY SIZE— Con 










Inside metropolitan area 

Lowest fifth in '»985 

Second fifth in 1985 

Third fifth to 1985 

Fourth fifth in 4 985 

Highest fifth in 1985 


170,756 
29.914 
31.399 
33.100 
36.4S3 
39,860 


178 
(X) 
155 
21.9 
25.5 
22.3 


663 
81.5 
608 
548 
56 3 
77.7 


160 
18 5 
23.7 
23 3 
18 2 
(X) 


Two persons 
Lowest fifth in 1985 
Second fifth in 1985 . 
Third fifth in 1985 
Fourth fifth in 1985 
Highest fifth in 1985 


50.273 
10,544 
12,693 
10.910 

ft *J77 

7,719 


19.7 
(X) 
156 
27.9 
31 9 
28 4 


67.8 
84,8 
70,4 
55,9 
54,3 
71.6 


12 6 
15.2 
14.0 
16.2 

13 8 
(X) 


Inside central city 

Lowect fifth in 1S85 

Second fifth m 1985 

Third fifth in 1935 

Fourth fifth in 1985 

Highest fifth in 1985 


66,100 
16,415 
13.595 
12,442 
12.558 
11,090 


17.6 
(X) 
17.7 
23 6 
27 5 
25 7 


65 6 
81.5 
587 
53 9 
562 
74 3 


16 8 
186 
23 5 
22.4 
16 3 
(X) 


Three persons 
Lowest fifth in 1985 . 
Second fifth in 1985 
Third fifth in 1985 . 
Fourth fifth in 1985 
Highest fifth in 1985 


41.321 
6.575 
7,075 
7,980 

10 162 
9,530 


19 1 
(X) 
125 
22 8 
28.1 
24 5 


65.8 
76,7 
59 8 
58.1 
58 6 
75 5 


15,1 
21 3 
27,7 
19 1 
13 4 
(X) 


Outside centra! city 

Lowest nnn in iyo5 

oecOfKJ fiitn in 1985 

Third fifth in 1985 

Fourth fifth in 1985 

Highest fifth in 1985 . 


104,656 
13.498 
1 7,803 
20,658 
23,926 
28.771 


178 
(X) 
13 8 
208 
24.4 
21 0 


667 
81 6 
62 4 
55 4 
SS4 
79 0 


15.5 
184 
23 8 
23 8 
19 2 
fX) 


Four persons 

Lowest fifth in 1985 

Second fifth in 1985 ... 
Third fifth in 1985 ... 
Fourth fifth in 1985 ... 
Highest fifth m 1985 


54,386 
6,182 
8.353 
11,470 
13,662 
14,719 


17.5 

139 
17.2 
22.7 
22.2 


63 1 
72.0 
531 
549 
56 2 
77.8 


19.4 
28 0 
32.9 
27.9 
21,1 
(X) 


Outside metropolitan area. . . 

Lowest fifth in 1985 

Second fifth in 1985 .... 

Third fifth in 1985 

Fourth fifth in 198S 

Highest fifth in 1985 


55,721 
14,086 
13.235 
11,185 

7,363 


17.8 
(X) 
146 
25 4 
23 0 
31 2 


67.1 
81.7 
65 1 
569 
53 4 
688 


15 1 

18 3 
20.3 
17.7 
i r.6 
(X) 


Lowest fifth in 1985 

Second fifth >n 1985 

Third fifth in 1985 

Fourth fifth in 1985 

Highest fifth in 1985 


29,892 
3,348 
5.300 
6.131 
6.801 
8,313 


17.2 
(X) 
9.7 
22.5 
£3 5 
201 


65 2 
74 4 
588 
544 
57 5 
79 9 


17 5 
25 6 
31 5 
23,1 
190 
W 


FAMILY SIZE 










Sfx persons or more 


22.313 


157 


69 5 


148 


One person 


28,29: 


15.1 


70 6 


14 3 


Lowest fifth in 1985 

Second fifth sn 1985 


3.906 


(X) 


85 3 


14 7 




3,976 


168 


57 7 


25.5 


Lowest fifth in 1985 


13.445 


(X) 


85 6 


14 4 


Third fifth in 1985 




3,797 
4,939 
5.696 


18 4 
20 4 

19 9 


57,2 
63,8 
80,1 


24.3 
15.8 
(X) 


Second fifth in 1985 


7,238 


22.0 


64.8 


132 


Fourth fifth in 1985 


Third fifth in 1985 

Fourth fifth in 1985 


3.968 
2,395 
1,245 


29.1 
389 
483 


•94 
• 95 
51 7 


21.5 
12.6 
(X) 


Highest fifth n 1985 


Highest fifth in 1985 













X Not applicable. 

' Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race 
2 Restricted to persons 18 years old and over. 



ERIC 



2,9 
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Table 3. Distribution of Income-to-Foverty Ratios: 1935 and 1986 





Distribution of income-to-poverty ratios 






1.00 


3.00 


500 


Tctal 


Under 


to 


to 


or 


(thous.) 


1.00 


2.99 


4.99 


more 


226,477 


10.4 


43.2 


28.3 


181 


108.954 


9.0 


41.9 


29.2 


19.8 


1 1 7,523 


11.7 


44.3 


27.5 


16.5 


59 237 


17.1 


49.6 


23.7 


96 


18,123 


17.7 


53 0 


21.9 


7.4 


25,673 


10.5 


41.4 


29.6 


18.5 


71,918 


8.1 


41.2 


31.9 


18.8 


43,888 


6.1 


31 9 


31.5 


30.5 


25,761 


8.9 


54.7 


22.4 


14.6 


9,655 


11.4 


61.6 


15.8 


11.2 


192,194 


7.7 


42.4 


29.y 


19 9 


26.954 


27.9 


50.1 


16.6 


5.5 


15.705 


23.5 


56.3 


14.8 


5.5 


167,240 


8.1 


40.9 


30 0 


21.1 


hi, 125 


ltt.2 


55.9 


19.7 


6.2 


58,438 


6.5 


44.6 


32.0 


16.9 


38,337 


4.2 


34.8 


34.1 


26.9 


29,339 


2.0 


20.5 


34.9 


42.6 


45,921 


10.1 


39.5 


30.9 


19.5 


60.957 


9.3 


42.1 


30.0 


18.6 


76,437 


12.* 7 


46 3 


26.0 


15.1 


43 163 


8 3 


43.1 


27.4 


91 0 


170,756 


9.1 


41.0 


29 8 


20.1 


66.100 


14.2 


43.6 


26.0 


162 


104,656 


5.9 


39.4 


32.2 


22.5 


55 721 


14.5 


49.7 


23 8 


1<20 


171 QOft 


9.3 


42.9 


28.7 


19.1 


55,151 


13 8 


44.0 


27.3 


14.9 


38,637 


14.7 


42.9 


28.1 


14.4 


16,514 


1 1.6 


46.6 


25.5 


16.3 


91 ft Qful 


9.8 


42.3 


29.1 


18.7 


OK 1Qil 


59.6 


36.5 


3 1 


08 


1Q1 OOft 


3.3 


43.1 


32.5 


21.1 


Q K1 7 


23.5 


62.7 


9.9 


3.8 


0,0/U 


26.8 


61.0 


9.1 


3.2 


Q Oil 7 


19.0 


65.1 


11.1 


4.8 


194,444 


10.0 


42.5 


28.9 


18.6 


161,444 


9.6 


42.9 


28.6 


18.9 


43,815 


6.6 


38.3 


29.4 


25.7 


33,573 


9.4 


35.6 


30.3 


24.7 


A A Af\Q 


8.1 


43 2 


31.3 


17.4 


39.648 


14.8 


53.8 


23.3 


81 


33,000 


11.6 


40.5 


30.5 


17.3 


4,322 


8.1 


34.2 


35.1 


22.7 


5,038 


7.3 


33.3 


38.0 


21.4 


3,462 


14.6 


57.5 


23.8 


4.0 


3,188 


33.1 


48.4 


15.7 


2.9 


3,079 


6.4 


30.4 


29.7 


336 


5,127 


4.0 


34.7 


38 2 


23.2 


8,785 


13.2 


45.1 


27.9 


13.8 



Charactenstic 



Mean 
income-to-poverty 
ratio 



Value 



INCOME YEAR 1985 
AH persons 

Sex 

Mele 

Female 



Age 

Under 18 years 

Under 6 years , 

18 to 24 years 

25 to 44 years 

45 to 64 years 

65 years and over , 

75 years and over , 

Race and Hispanic Ongin 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 1 , 

Educational Attainment 

Persons 18 yf>ars and over 

High school graduate, no college . 

1-3 years of college 

4 or more years of coller^ 

Region 

Northeast 

Midwest 

South 

West 

Type of Residence 

inside metropolitan area 

Inside central city 

Outside central city 

Outside metropolitan area 

Mobility Status 

Between 1985 and 1986: 

Same house 

Different house 

Same state 

Different state 



ERIC 



Program Participation 

No change in participation 

Participated both years 

Did not participate both years 

Change in participation 

Participant to nonparticipant 

Nonpartic'pant to participant 

Family Size 

°ersons in family 

No change in family Otze 

Two persons 

Three persons 

Four persons 

Five persons or more 

Change in family size 

Two persons in 1 985. more in 1980 

Three persons in 1985, more in 1986 

Four persons in 1885, more in 1986 

Five persons or more in 1985, more in 1986. 
Three persons in 1995, two persons in 1986 

Four persons in 1985, less in 1986 

Five persons or more in 1985, less in 1986 . 



3.43 



3 60 
3.28 



2 72 
2.52 
3.35 
3.55 
4.37 
3.25 
3.03 



3.63 
2.10 
2.11 



3.69 
2 36 
3.40 
4.17 
5.48 



3.56 
3.51 
3.16 
3.67 



3.62 
3.20 
3 88 
2.87 



3.53 
3.12 
3.10 
3.17 



3 50 
1.08 
3.82 
1.89 
1.79 
2.03 



3 48 
3.52 
4.13 
3 82 
J.51 
2.61 
3.28 
3.68 
3.77 
2.36 
1.81 
4.32 
3,89 
2.96 



30 



24 



Table 3. Distribution of Jncome-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985 and 1986— Continued 



Characteristic 



INCOME YEAR 1985— Con 
Family Status 

No change in family status . . 
Family member entire period . 

Married-couple family 

Other family type 

Unrelated individual 

Change in family status 

From mamed couple to: 

Other family type 

Unrelated individual 

From other family type to- 

Mamed-couple 

Unrelated individual 

From unrelated individual to: 

Mamed-couple 

Other family type 

Family member to: 

Unrelated individual, total. . . 
Unrelated individual to: 

Family member, total 



i vicuuai oicuub 

Both sexes. 18 years and ovor 

No change in mantal status 

Married 

Widowed 

Divorced 

Separated 

Never married ... 

Change in marital status 

Status in 1985: 

Married 

Divorced 

Separated 

Never married 

Status in 1986* 

Mamed 

Widowed 

Divorced 

Separated 

Males, 18 years and over. . . 

No change in mantal status 

Married 

Widowed 

divorced 

Separated 

Never mamed 

Change in mantal status 

Status in 1985: 

Mamed 

Divorced 

Separated 

Never mnmed 

Status in 1986: 

Married 

Widowed 

Divorced 

Separated 

Females. 18 years and over. . . 

No change in mantal status 

Mamed 

Widowed 

Divorced 

Separated 

Never mamed 



Distribution of 'ncome-to-pov6rty ratios 



ERIC 



Mean 
income-tc- poverty 
ratio 



Total 
(thous ; 


Under 
1.00 


1.00 
to 
2 99 


3.00 
to 
4.99 


5.00 
or 
more 


Value 


Standard 
error 


214.698 


10.3 


43 0 


28.4 


18.3 


3.45 


.04 


189,868 


9.7 


42.4 


29.1 


18.S 


3.50 


.04 


159,687 


5.5 


41.9 


31.4 


21 2 


3 77 


.05 


30,182 


321 


44 9 


16.6 


6.4 


2.11 


07 


24,830 


14.8 


48 1 


23.5 


13 5 


3 07 


.18 


11 779 




AC. C 

40 0 


26.7 


152 


3 07 


.13 


d t / n 


17.3 


48 2 


27.1 


7.4 


2 53 


.18 


2.599 


4.3 


35.8 


33.9 


260 


3 9S 


.30 


i ,yoc 


23.5 


44.8 


21.7 


10 1 


2 43 


.25 


1 ,ouu 


4.6 


59.0 


20.9 


155 


3 05 


.34 


0 OOO 


8.9 


42.7 


28.6 


19.8 


3 54 


.38 


814 


22.1 


51 7 


20.4 


53 


2 26 


.31 


4,uyy 


4 4 


44 3 


29.1 


22 2 


3 63 


.23 


3,036 


12.5 


45.1 


26.4 


160 


3 1Q 


OA 


167,240 


8.1 


40.9 


30.0 


21 1 


3.69 


•Uo 


160,456 


8.0 


40.7 


30.0 


21 3 


O 71 
O.I I 


no 
Uo 


101.007 


4.4 


39 3 


32.3 


24 0 


3.99 


.04 


11.788 


16.1 


58.0 


16.8 


9 1 


2.46 


07 


10,689 


16.6 


44.5 


24.9 


14.1 


3.23 


.18 


2,720 


36.4 


46 3 


12.9 


4.4 


1.79 


10 


34,052 


10.7 


37.2 


30.8 


21.3 


3.59 


06 


6.784 


9.8 


44.2 


29.6 


16.4 


3.25 


.09 


2.17? 


9.5 


48.9 


30.7 


10.9 


3 01 


.15 


966 


8.0 


45.7 


32.1 


14.2 


3.57 


.36 


1.180 


184 


53.5 


17.3 


10.8 


2.66 


.19 


2 361 


R O 


O/t 0 


34.5 


25.2 


3.67 


.15 


3.644 


8.1 


38.7 


32.2 


21 0 


3.53 


.14 


611 


13.4 


59.7 


180 


8.8 


2.47 


.21 


1,546 


101 


50.8 


27 4 


11.6 


2. n R 


.18 


982 


1 o O 


AA C 

44.0 


30 5 


11 4 


2.^5 


.23 


78.733 


5.8 


38.9 


31.5 


01 7 
cJ.r 


3.95 


.UO 


75.584 


5.9 


38.9 


31 4 


23.8 


3 96 


.05 


50,965 


44 


39.4 


32.3 


OO Q 


3 99 


AS 

.uo 


1.367 


83 


57.5 


18.4 


15.7 


3.18 


.34 


4.064 


104 


35.3 


30 2 


24.2 


4.47 


.45 


827 


190 


50.9 


18.4 


11./ 


2.51 


.25 


18,362 


82 


36.4 


30.9 


24.5 


3.87 


09 


3,148 


5.0 


38.6 


33.8 


22.6 


3.78 


.16 


963 


6.6 


46.4 


33.4 


13.4 


3.30 


.26 


531 


2.6 


33 3 


39.9 


24.1 


4 67 


.59 


412 


10.7 


44.4 


19.9 


25.2 


3 57 


.41 


1.190 


21 


31.3 


37.7 


28.8 


3 91 


.19 


1.857 


3.2 


33.6 


36 4 


26.8 


4.06 


.22 


178 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


693 


68 


41.1 


31.3 


20 6 


3.89 


.32 


421 


10.2 


39 2 


3J.7 


16.9 


3.40 


.44 


88.507 


100 


42.6 


28 6 


18.8 


3.45 


.03 


84,872 


9.9 


42 3 


28.7 


19.1 


3.48 


.03 


50.042 


4.5 


39.2 


32.3 


24.0 


3.99 


05 


10.421 


17.1 


581 


16.6 


8.2 


2.37 


.06 


6.825 


20.2 


50.0 


21.7 


3.0 


2.48 


.09 


1,893 


44.0 


44.3 


10.5 


1.2 


1 48 


09 


15.690 


13.6 


38.2 


30.6 


176 


3.28 


.0? 



3a 



25 



Table 3, Distribution of Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985 and 1986— Continued 



Characteristic 



Distribution of income-to-poverty ratios 







1.00 


3.00 


5 00 






Tr\ta\ 
1 OlBI 


Under 


to 


to 


or 




Standard 


(thcus.) 


1 00 


2.99 


4.99 




Value 




3,635 


14 0 


49.1 


25.9 


11 0 


2 79 


.10 


1,214 


11 7 


50.7 


28.6 


8 9 


2.79 


.16 


435 


14 5 


60.7 


?25 


2 1 


2.23 


.19 


768 


22 7 


58.5 


160 


30 


2.18 


.17 


1,171 


10.3 


37.1 


31 2 


OA A 


Q AO 


00 


1,787 


13.2 


43.9 


27.8 


15.1 


2.99 


.16 


433 


17.1 


52.2 


18.5 


12 5 


2.61 


.27 


854 


12.8 


58.7 


24.1 


43 


2 59 


.19 


561 


16.2 


48.5 


28.2 


71 


2.61 


.22 


216,194 


10.4 


43.1 


28.3 


18.2 


3.45 


04 


83,446 


9.8 


4^.6 


28.3 


19.3 


3.56 


.08 


48,977 


4.2 


39.0 


32.4 


24.4 


4.02 


.10 


74,114 


14 2 




OR A 


1Q Q 


3 05 


net 


6,127 


13.2 


49.9 


25 2 


11.6 


2.77 


.17 


3,530 


25 5 


48.5 


19.3 


6.7 


2.17 


.19 


10 283 


m 7 


44 6 


OP A 


1 ).o 


o. \ O 


11 
. lo 


517 


9.9 


62.5 


23.8 


3.9 


2.43 


.45 


435 


14.0 


60.7 


18.9 


6.2 


2 49 


.46 


1,453 


11.1 


49.1 


28.7 


11.0 


2.95 


.31 


QfS 




\°f 


(D\ 
\P) 


/n\ 
y°) 


\P) 


(V) 


2,426 


1.4 


30.6 


39.7 


28.2 


4.25 


.31 


1DU 


o n 


*\0 0 


31 7 


33.9 


a m 

H.U 1 


.Of 


1 67,240 


8.1 


40.9 


300 


21.1 


3 69 


.03 


136,018 


7.7 


40.3 


302 


21.8 


3 76 


03 


60,119 


1.2 


30.5 


37.7 


306 


4 59 


.05 


35,214 


9.0 


45.0 


28.6 


17 3 


3.39 


.06 


40,685 


16.1 


50.7 


20.6 


12 6 


2.87 


.05 


31,222 


9.7 


43.4 


28 8 


18.1 


3.35 


05 


9,640 


3.2 


40.8 


331 


22.9 


3.77 


.09 


11,451 


6.7 


44.2 


31.9 


17.2 


3.40 


.07 


5,907 


13.8 


44.9 


23.9 


17.4 


3.14 


.11 


4,149 


27.3 


45.0 


1S9 


10.8 


2.57 


.17 


174,774 


10.8 


43.0 


28 6 


17.6 


3.44 


.05 


33.808 


34.3 


46.4 


125 


68 


2 02 


.07 


66.506 


9.5 


51.0 


25.4 


14.1 


3.26 


.10 


61,755 


1.5 


36.8 


36.9 


24.7 


4.19 


.08 


12,706 




21.9 


47.3 


30.7 


4.52 


.13 


51,703 


9.2 


43 8 


27.4 


19.6 


3.42 


07 


4,092 


54 6 


38.1 


35 


37 


1.45 


23 


12,535 


7.9 


57.3 


22.4 


12.4 


2.95 


.13 


4,096 




41.1 


35.0 


23 9 


3.89 


.25 


1,890 




21.1 


'9.7 


29.2 


4.11 


.24 


5,658 


19.2 


52.5 


'6.9 


11.4 


2.56 


.20 


13.109 


2.5 


48 *> 


28 5 


20.8 


3.67 


.16 


10.323 


1.2 


24.4 


40.1 


34.4 


4.60 


16 



Mean 
income-to-poverty 
ratio 



INCOME YEAR 1985-Con. 

Change in mantal status 

Status in 1985: 

Marned 

Divorced 

Separated 

Never married 

Status in 1986: 

Marned 

Widowed 

Divorced 

Separated 

Household Relationship 

No change in household relationship 

Householder 

Spouse 

Child 

Other relative 

Nonrelative 

Change in household relationship 

From householder *o: 

Spouse 

Child 

From spouse to: 

Householder 

Child 

From child to: 

Householder 

Spouse 

Work Expenence 

Persons 18 years and over 

No change between 1985 and 1986 

Worked: 

Year-round, full-time 

Not year-round, full-time 

Did not work 

Change between 1985 and 1986 

Year-round, full-time to not year-round, full- time 
Not year-round, full time to: 

Year-round, full-time 

Did not work 

Did not work to. 

Not year-round, full-time 

Number of Workers 

No change m number of workers 

None 

One worker 

Two workers 

Three workers or more 

Change in number of workers 

None in 1985, more in 1986 

One worker in 1985, more in 1986 

Two workers in 1985, more in 1986 

Three workers or more in 1 985, more in 1 986 . 

One worker in 1985, none in 1986 

Two workers in 1985, less in 1986 

Three workers or more in 1 985, less in 1 986 . . 



ERIC 



32 



26 



Table 3. Distribution of Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985 and 1986— Continued 



Characteristic 



Distribution of income«to*poverty ratios 



Mean 
income-to-poverty 
ratio 



Tots 
(thous.] 


Under 
1.00 


1.00 
to 
2.99 


3.00 
to 
4.99 


5.0C 
or 
more 


Value 


Standard 
error 


OOf\ A77 


10.3 


41 9 


28.8 


18.9 


3.53 




.04 


108,954 


9.C 


Af\ Q 


29.9 


20.8 


3.70 


.06 


117,523 


11.5 


43.5 


27 8 


17.2 


3.37 


.CS 


59,237 


1 7.1 


AR a 


25.7 


10 6 


2.84 


.07 


18,123 


17 ft 


jl.d 


23.4 


7.7 


2.58 


.10 


25,673 


9.1 


ao n 


30 0 


18.9 


3.45 


.10 


71,918 


7.9 


QO 7 


32.3 


20.1 


3.69 


.07 


43,888 


6.6 


31 8 


30.5 


31.2 


4.47 


.12 


OC 7ft1 


9.0 


54.9 


22.4 


13.8 


3.16 


.13 


9,655 


11.1 


61.0 


16.9 


11.1 


2.90 


.23 


192,194 


7.6 


41 A 


30.3 


20.8 


3.72 


.05 


26,954 


27.3 


47.7 


18.9 


6.1 


2.18 


.04 


15,705 


23.9 


54.9 


14.1 


7.0 


2.21 


.10 


1 67 240 


7.9 


40.3 


29.9 


21.9 


3.78 


.03 


41 126 


18 1 


OD.U 


19.6 


6.4 


2.41 


.04 


58^438 


6.5 


44.6 


31.7 


17.3 


3.48 


.04 


38,337 


3.9 


33.6 


35.0 


27.5 


4.23 


.06 


29,339 


1.7 


18.5 


34.5 


45.3 


5.68 


.09 


45 921 


10 7 


QC ft 

oO.D 


31.8 


22.0 


3.82 


.12 


60 957 


ft R 
O.O 


A 1 7 


30.5 


19 0 


3.58 


.07 


7si437 


12.2 


45.9 


26.2 


15.8 


3.21 


.07 


43,163 


8.8 


42.2 


28.0 


21.0 


3.72 


.10 


170 756 


Q 1 
a. I 


on o 

J3 O 


30.2 


21.3 


3.73 


.05 


66 100 


1Q D 
I O.O 


AO 1 
Hd 1 


27.2 


16.9 


3.35 


.09 


104 656 


R 1 
D. I 


07 ft 

d/.b 


32.1 


24 1 


3.97 


.06 


55 721 


1*3 Q 


50.0 


24.6 


11.5 


2.92 


.07 


171 326 


Q A 


*♦ i .i 


29.4 


20.1 


3.63 


.05 


55 151 


I J. 1 


44 6 


27.0 


15 3 


3.23 


.09 


38 637 


1*1 1 


43.3 


27.6 


15.1 


3.21 


.11 


16 514 


10 7 


A7 ft 

4/ .b 


25.7 


160 


3.28 


.15 


216,960 


9.7 


41.0 


29 7 


19.6 


3.60 


04 


25,134 


59.0 


37.2 


3.0 


0.9 


1.11 


.05 


191,826 


3.3 


41.5 


332 


22.1 


3.93 


.05 


9,517 


23.0 


64.3 


95 


3.2 


1.89 


09 


5,570 


15.0 


70.5 


107 


3.8 


2.02 


1 0 


3,947 


34.4 


65 5 


78 


2.4 


1.71 


14 


194,444 


9.8 


41.2 


29.7 


19.3 


O CO 
o.Oti 


AJO 


161,444 


9.2 


40.9 


300 


19.9 


3.66 


.05 


43,815 


6.7 


38.4 


29.9 


24.9 


4.16 


.12 


33,573 


8.3 


34.5 


30.6 


26.6 


3.96 


.10 


44,408 


7.8 


38.3 


34.6 


19.3 


3.76 


.11 


39 648 


14.3 


51.7 


24.4 


9.5 


2.74 


.07 


33,000 


12,6 


42.7 


28.3 


164 


3.26 


.09 


4,322 


5.5 


41.1 


34.3 


19.0 


3.53 


.23 


5,038 


8.0 


41 4 


33.4 


172 


3.55 


.26 


3,462 


16.8 


57.9 


22.2 


3.2 


2.29 


M 


3,188 


26.3 


52.4 


19.4 


2.0 


1.92 


.15 


3,078 


9.5 


37.6 


27.0 


26 0 


4.10 


.41 


5,127 


6.4 


34.7 


.01.2 


27.6 


4.15 


.27 


8,785 


16.7 


41.3 


26.9 


15.1 


3.00 


.15 



INCOME YEAR 1986 

All persons. . 

Sex 

Male 

Femate 

Age 

Under 1r years 

Under 6 years 

18 to 24 years 

25 to 44 years 

45 to 64 years 

65 years and over 

75 years and over 

Race and Hi «panic ongin 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 1 

Educational Attainment 

Persons 18 years and over 

Not a high school graduate 

High school graduate, no college . 

1-3 years of college 

4 or more years of college 

Region 

Northeast 

Midwest 

South 

West 



Type of Residence 

Inside metropolitan area . . 

Inside centra! city 

Outside centtal city 

Outside metropolitan area . 
Mobility Status 

Between 1985 and 1986: 

Same house 

Different house 

Same state 

Different state 



Program Participation 

No change in participation 

Participated both years 

Did not participate botn years 

Change in participation 

Participant to nonparticipant 

Nonparticipant to participant 

Family Size 

Persons in family 

No change in family size 

Two persons 

Three persons 

Four persons 

Five persons or more 

Change in family size 

Two person $ in 1985, more in 1986 

Three perso.is in 1985, more in 1986 

Four persons in 1985, more in 1986 

Five persons or more in 1 985, more in 1 986. 

Three persons in 1985, two persons in 1986 

F'Mjr persons in 1985, less in 1986 

Five persons or more in 1985, less in 1986 . 

ERIC 



33 



27 



Table 3. Distribution of income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985 and 1986— Continued 



onaraciensiic 


Total 
(thous.) 


Distribution of income-to-poverty ratios 


Mean 
income-to-poverty 
ratio 


Under 
1.00 


1 00 
to 
2.99 


3 00 
to 
4.99 


5.00 
or 
more 


Value 


Standard 
error 


INCOME YEAR 1986-Con 
















Family Status 


















214,698 


102 


41 7 


29.0 


1Q 1 


3.56 


.04 




189,868 


9 6 


40 9 


29.9 


19 7 


3.62 


.05 


Married-couple family 


159,687 


5.8 


40 0 


32.3 


21 Q 


3.88 


.or 




30.182 


29 8 


45.8 


170 


7.5 


2.24 


.08 




24,830 


14.6 


47 5 


22 6 


15 2 


i no 


1 A 


Change in family status 


11,779 


128 


47.3 


25.1 


148 


3.00 


.13 


From married couple to: 


















2,711 


24 7 


55 1 


18,2 


2.0 


2.07 


.17 




2,599 


12.0 


46 3 


27.9 


138 


2.95 


.24 


From other family type to: 


















1,932 


\02 


49.0 


28.8 


12.1 


2.95 


.29 




1.500 


12.0 


58.7 


22.8 


65 


2.54 


.30 


From unrelated individual to: 


















2.222 


1.8 


33.0 


24.6 


40.5 


4.57 


.41 


Other family type 


814 


13.4 


38.8 


36 4 


11.4 


3.01 


.42 


Family member to* 


















4,099 


12.0 


50.3 


26 1 


11.1 


2.80 


.19 


Unrelated individual to: 


















3,036 


4.9 


34.6 


27.7 


32.7 


4.15 


.33 


Marital Status 


















1 67.240 


7.9 


40.3 


29.9 


21 Q 


3.78 


.03 




160,456 


7.9 


40.1 


30.0 


22.0 


3.79 


.03 




101,007 


4.6 


38.2 


32.7 


24.5 


4.10 


.04 




11,788 


16.4 


57.8 


16.8 


9.1 


2.47 


.06 




10,889 


17.6 


45.0 


21.9 


15.4 


3.16 


.12 




2,720 


33.6 


47.9 


12.5 


6.0 


1.95 


.12 




34,052 


94 


37.7 


30.7 


22.3 


3.69 


.05 


Change in marital status 


6,784 


8.9 


43.8 


27.7 


19.6 


3.43 


.10 


OLQlUO III 1 9UJt 


















2,177 


13.7 


50.3 


28.2 


7.8 


2.81 


.15 




966 


1.7 


43.0 


23.6 


31.8 


3.93 


.32 


Separated 


1,180 


124 


54.8 


22.5 


10.3 


2.82 


.20 


Never mamed 


2,361 


5.7 


32.5 


31.1 


30.6 


4.11 


.18 


Status in 1986: 
















Mamed 


3,644 


45 


38.2 


28.5 


28.9 


3.95 


.15 




611 


15.4 


64.0 


19.1 


1.5 


2.19 


.19 


Divorced 


1.546 


11 7 


47.1 


28.7 


12.5 


3.07 


.18 


Separated 


982 


17.U 


47.0 


28.4 


7.5 


2 82 


.25 


Males, 18 years and over 


78.733 


5.9 


38.0 


31.5 


24 6 


4.03 


.04 




75,584 


5.9 


38 0 


31.6 


24 6 


4 04 


04 




50,965 


4.6 


38 3 


32.7 


24 4 


4.10 


.05 




1,367 


9.7 


56.3 


16.8 


17.2 


3.04 


.24 




4,064 


12.2 


36 1 


26.9 


24 8 


4.19 


27 


Separated 


827 


21^5 


46 4 


17.3 


14.9 


2 68 


.27 




18.362 


7.4 


35 6 


31.0 


25.9 


3.96 


.08 




3.148 


52 


39.2 


29.1 


26.6 


3.93 


.16 


Status in 1985: 
















MflmoH 


yoo 


75 


41.3 


36.6 


14.6 


3.55 


.28 


Widowed 


52 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




531 


- 


40.3 


22.6 


37.1 


4.30 


.50 


Separated 


412 


9.0 


51.5 


17.7 


21.8 


3.63 


.45 


Never mamed 


1.190 


3.8 


32.3 


29 7 


34.C 


4.24 


.24 


Status in 1986: 
















.* 4< *rried 


1.857 


3.6 


36.5 


26.9 


33.0 


4.14 


.22 


Widowed 


178 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




693 


7.4 


39.1 


29 0 


24 5 


3.97 


.34 




421 


6.9 


36.8 


43.7 


12.6 


3.73 


.48 


Females, 18 years and over 


88,507 


9.7 


42.3 


28.6 


19.4 


3 55 


.03 


No change in marital status 


84,872 


9.6 


42.1 


28.7 


19.6 


3.57 


.04 




50,042 


4.7 


38 C 


32.7 


24.6 


4 09 


.05 


Widowed 


10.421 


17.2 


58.0 


16.8 


8.0 


2 39 


.06 




6.825 


20.8 


50.4 


18.9 


9.9 


2.55 


.09 




1,893 


38 9 


48.5 


10.4 


2.1 


1.64 


.12 


Never married 


15,690 


11.6 


40.0 


30.3 


18.1 


3.36 


.07 



28 



Table 3. Distribution of Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985 and 1985— Continued 



Characteristic 



INCOME YEAR-1986-Con. 

Change in mantal status 

Status in 1985* 

Marned 

Wtdowed 

Divorced 

Separated 

Never mamed 

Status in 1 986* 

Mamed 

Widowed 

Divorced 

Separated 

Household Relationship 

No change in household relationship 

Householder 

Spouse 

Child , 

Other relative 

Nonrelative 

Change in household relationship . . , 

From householder to: 

Spouse 

Child 

From spouse to: 

Householder 

Child 

From child to: 

Householder 

Spouse 

Work Expenence 

Persons 18 years and over 

No change between 1 985 and 1986 . . 
Worked: 

> jV Year-round, full-time. 

f\Ar^ Not year-round, full-time 

\v^Dtd not work 

vChange between 1985 and 1986 . . . 
Year-round, full-time to. 

Uo\ year-round, full-time 

Not year-round, fuil time to: 

Year-round, full-time 

Die* not work 

Did not work to: 

Not year-round, full-time 



Number of Workers 

No charge in number of workers 

None 

One worker 

Two workers 

Three workers or more 

Change In number of workers 

None in 1985, more in 1986 

One worker in 1985. more in 1986 

Two workers in 1985, more in 1986 

Three workers or more in 1985, more in 1986 

One worker in 1985, none in 1986 , 

Two workers in 1985, less in 1986 

Three workers or more in 1985, less in 1986 . 



Distribution of income-to-poverty ratios 



Mean 
income -to-poverty 
ratio 



Total 
(thous ) 


Under 
1.00 


1.00 
to 
2 99 


3.00 
to 

4.99 


5.00 
or 
more 


Value 


Standard 
error 


3,635 


12.2 


47 8 


26 5 


13.6 


2.99 


.12 


1,214 


18.7 


57.3 


21.5 


9 K 




.14 


48 


(B) 






fRl 


(B) 


(B) 


435 


3.7 


46 2 


24 6 


OK 0 


3,48 


.33 


768 


14.2 


56 6 


ok n 

CO u 


4.C 


2.39 


.16 


1,171 


7.7 


32 8 


32 6 


OR Q 


3.97 


.27 


1,787 


5.4 


39 9 


30.1 


24.7 


3.76 


.20 


433 


17.8 


60 0 


20 1 


0 1 
t. 1 


o oo 


.25 


854 


15.2 


53 5 


28 3 


2.8 


2.G4 


.14 


561 


24 .8 


54.7 


17.1 


3.7 


2.13 


.22 


216,194 


10 2 


AA 7 


28 9 


19.2 


3.56 


.04 


83,446 


95 


41.8 


28 5 


20.2 


3.64 


.08 


48,977 


4 4 


38 0 


o2 8 


24.8 


4.13 


.10 


74,114 


13.8 


43.2 


27.7 


15,3 


3.19 




6,127 


12.0 


51.1 


24.3 


12.6 


2 90 


20 


3,o30 


28.2 


43.9 


19.1 


0.0 


2.35 


.23 


10,283 


12.9 


46.4 


27.2 


13 5 


2.94 


.12 


517 


10 3 


36.2 


39 8 


10 Q 


3.20 


.51 


435 


3 4 


41.4 


43 9 


11 e 

1 1.0 


3.36 


.47 


1,453 


176 


51 8 


23.2 


7.4 


2.49 


.27 


90 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


2,426 


11.7 


44 8 


31.4 


12.1 


2.97 


.24 


460 


10.7 


28 0 


30 2 


01 1 
0 I .1 


3.83 


.66 


167,240 


7.9 


40 3 


29.9 


21.9 


3.78 


.03 


136,018 


7.6 


39 5 


30.1 


22.8 


3.86 


03 


60,119 


1.3 


28 4 


37.2 


00 1 


4.76 


.05 


35,214 


8.8 


45 2 


28 9 


17 1 
1 1 .1 


3.43 


.05 


40.6S5 


15 8 


51 1 


90 K 


10 & 


2.89 


.05 


31,222 


9 3 


43 5 


OQ K 


17 7 


3.42 


.05 


9,640 


7 1 


46 1 


on o 


1 C A 

i b.o 


3.46 


.09 


11,451 


2.4 


38 4 


Oft K 


00 7 

C.C..I 


3.86 


.07 


5,907 


19 6 


44 5 


23 0 


10 Q 


2.84 


.1 1 


4,149 


18.9 


49 8 


17 Q 

■ /.y 


1 O A 


2.93 


.18 


1 7 A 77 A 


10.4 


41 0 


29.8 


18.8 


3.56 


.05 


33,808 


33.3 


46 9 


13.4 


6.4 


2.04 


.07 


66,506 


9.1 


49.2 


26 7 


15.0 


3.32 


.06 


61,755 


1.5 


33 6 


38 9 


26.1 


4.39 


.09 


12,706 




187 


45 2 


361 


4.81 


.13 


51,703 


9.9 


45 1 


25 6 


194 


3 43 


.08 


4,092 


28.2 


56 4 


7.8 


7.5 


1 99 


.23 


12,535 


3.8 


50.3 


25.4 


20.4 


3.54 


.14 


4,096 




35.9 


32.5 


31.5 


4.42 


.23 


1,890 




21.3 


49.2 


29.5 


456 


39 


5,658 


35.1 


48 2 


10.0 


6.6 


211 


.23 


13,109 


9.6 


52 5 


24 8 


13.t 


3.09 


.14 


10,323 


2.4 


31.0 


35.4 


31.2 


4 41 


.17 



• Represents zero a rounds to zero. B Base (ess than 200,000 
Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 
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Table 4. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985-86 



Characteristic 



Atl persons . . . 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2 99 

3 00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 



sex 

Male 
Less than 1.00. 
1.00 to 2.99... 
3.00 to 4.99 . . . 
5 00 or more . . 



Female 

Less than 1 00. 
1.00 to 2.99. . . 
3.00 to 4.99 . . . 
5.00 or more . . 



AGE 

Under 18 years. , 

Less than 1.00 

1 00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 

Under 6 years. . 
Less than 1.00. . . . 

1 00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more ... 

18 to 24 y^ars . . 
Less than 1.00. .. 
1.00 to 2.99. .. 

3.0C to 4.99 

5 00 or more . . . 



25 to 44 years . 
Less than 1.00. .. . 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more ... 

45 to 64 yenrs , 
Less than 1 00. . . . 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 

65 years and over 

Less than 1.00 

1 00 to 2.99 

3 00 to 4.99 

5 00 or more 



75 years and over 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 



RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN 

White 

Less than 1.00 

1 00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 





Declined 5 percent < 


n mere 




Increased 5 percent or more 








20 


Change 








Total 






tess 






20 


Total 


5iC 19 


percent 


than 




5 to 19 


percent 


(thous ) 


percent 


or more 


5 percent 


Tota' 


percent 


or more 


OOd. A77 
C.cX>, r \ 1 1 


30 3 


13.3 


17.1 


22 6 


47.1 


23.3 


23.8 


OO AfiO 


25 4 


13.8 


1 1.6 


22.3 


KO O 


12 7 


39.5 


Q7 7KO 


26.8 


11.7 


15 1 


21.4 


51 8 


23.9 


28.0 


6\147 


32.3 


12.2 


20 1 


24.4 


43 3 


26.3 


17.0 


40,977 


38.7 


18.6 


201 


22.7 


38 7 

t 


20.2 


15 5 


108,954 


30.4 


■ O.C 


17.2 


21.8 


47 8 


23 5 


24 3 


9,841 


26.2 


14 1 


12.1 


20.0 


53 8 


12.5 


41.3 


45,661 


26 3 


11.3 


150 


20 3 


53.3 


24 2 


29.1 


31,835 


31 8 


1 1.3 


20.0 


23.9 


44.3 


OC A 


17.9 


21,617 


38.8 


18.9 


139 


22.4 


OO O 


OO Q 


15.9 


117,523 


30.3 


13.4 


169 


23.4 


46.3 


23.1 


23.3 


13,762 


24.9 


13.6 


11.3 


24.0 


51.1 


12.9 


38.2 


52,088 


27 2 


12.0 


15.1 


22.4 


50.5 


23.6 


26.9 


32,312 


32.7 


12.6 


20 2 


24.9 


42 3 


26.2 


16.1 


1Q TR1 


38.4 


18.2 


20 3 


23.0 


38 6 


23.6 


15.0 


RQ OQ7 


30.5 


i3.6 


17.0 


19.6 


49.9 


24.6 


25 S 


10,114 


31.5 


15.9 


15.6 


17 8 


50 7 


13.7 


37.0 


29,392 


27.7 


12.6 


151 


17.9 


54 3 


26.6 


27.8 


14,043 


J2.1 


10 7 


214 


23.4 


44.5 


28.7 


15.8 


5,689 


39.5 


21.7 


• 7.8 


21 8 


38.7 


23 3 


15.4 


18,123 


32.2 


15.5 


16.8 


18.5 


49 3 


22.5 


26.7 


3,214 


29.2 


15.4 


138 


16.9 


53.9 


14.2 


39.7 


9,599 


28.2 


14.1 


14 1 


177 


54 1 


25 6 


28.5 


3,964 


38.8 


14.5 


24.4 


21 0 


40 2 


24.8 


15.5 


1,347 


48.9 


28 5 


20 3 


20 7 


30.4 


14.4 


160 


25,673 


31.3 


163 


15.0 


17.5 


51.2 


20.2 


31.1 


2,699 


180 


11.3 


6.7 


18.9 


630 


6.6 


56.4 


10,635 


25.4 


12.4 


13.0 


15.6 


59.1 


208 


38.2 


7,599 


36.4 


17.7 


188 


189 


44.7 


24 6 


20.1 


4,740 


43.8 


25.7 


181 


18.7 


37.5 


19.4 


181 


71,918 


30.2 


12.9 


17 2 


20 6 


49.2 


23 9 


25 4 


5,828 


27.4 


16.7 


107 


19 5 


53.1 


10 9 


42 2 


29,639 


25.9 


11 6 


143 


17.3 


56 8 


24.3 


32.5 


22,914 


31.9 


11.4 


20.5 


23.2 


44 9 


26.9 


18.0 


13,537 


37.7 


169 


207 


24.1 


38 3 


23.3 


1<*.9 


43,888 


30.9 


13 0 


17 9 


23 8 


45 3 


24 0 


21.3 


2,677 


19.9 


1 1.7 


O O 


OQ Q 


56.2 


12.7 


43.5 


13,996 


28.9 


15 7 


162 


22.5 


48 6 


22.5 


26 1 


13,808 


on o 


10 7 


19.4 


26.7 


43 1 


26.0 


17.1 


13,406 


36 0 


16.0 


20.1 


22.1 


41 8 


25.6 


16.2 


25,761 


28 4 


11 1 


17.3 


38.0 


33 6 


20.6 


13.0 


2,286 


89 


2.7 


62 


51.4 


39.6 


20.3 


19.4 


14,087 


25.4 


8.5 


16 9 


40.8 


33.8 


209 


12.9 


5,783 


33.6 


15.1 


18 5 


33.7 


32.7 


20.7 


12.0 


o cnc 
o.bUb 


44.1 


20.1 


24.0 


25 8 


301 


19.1 


11.0 


9,655 


28 2 


10.1 


181 


38.9 


32 9 


20 6 


12.3 


1,099 


10.1 


2.2 


8.0 


59 0 


O l u 


17 fi 


14 0 


5.944 


25 6 


7.9 


17.7 


40 1 


34.3 


22 4 


12.0 


1.527 


36 8 


15.3 


23.4 


28.5 


32.7 


19.8 


13.0 


1.085 


45.7 


22.8 


22.9 


26.6 


27.6 


162 


11.3 


192,194 


30.5 


13.4 


17.1 


22.5 


47.0 


236 


23.4 


14,849 


25.3 


14.8 


10.5 


20.0 


547 


14.0 


40.6 


81,552 


26.0 


11.3 


14.8 


21.9 


52.1 


23 8 


28.3 


57,468 


32.2 


12.2 


20.0 


24.2 


43.6 


263 


17.3 


38,324 


39.6 


19.3 


20 3 


22 0 


38.4 


23.0 


15.4 
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Table 4. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985-86— Con. 



Characteristic 


Total 
(thous.) 


Declined 5 percent or mote 




Increased 5 percent or more 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


20 

percent 
or more 


Change 
iess 
than 
5 percent 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


20 

percent 
or more 


RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN— Con 




















26,954 


29.6 


12.8 


16.8 


23.8 


46.6 


20 3 


26.3 




7,510 


28 8 


13.4 


15 4 


25.3 


ar n 


7.7 


38.2 




13,497 


29.9 


13.6 


16.3 


20 0 


501 


24 5 


256 




4,466 


30.7 


10 7 


20.0 


28.7 


40 6 


27.1 


135 




1,481 


27.9 


88 


19.2 


36.3 


35.9 


25.2 


10.7 


Hispanic 1 


1 5,705 


34 3 


16.8 


17.4 


17 Q 


47.8 


21.9 


26.0 


! 3ss than 1 .00 


3,683 


32.2 


24.2 


8.0 


91 9 


AR £ 


10.4 


Q1 1 
Ol 1 


1.00 to 2 99 


8,840 


3U.4 


150 


184 


16.6 


50 0 


23 8 


26.2 


3.00 to 4.99 


^324 


45 9 


133 


32.6 


16.4 


37.7 


18.1 


19.7 




859 


20.5 


14.2 


64 


21.4 


58.0 


40.2 


17.8 


EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT 2 




















167,240 


30.3 


13.2 


17.1 


23.7 


46.1 


22.8 


23.3 




13,490 


20.9 


12.2 


8.7 


25.7 


53.4 


120 


41.4 




68,358 


26.3 


11.3 


t".1 


22 3 


50.7 


22.7 


28.0 


3.00 to 4.99 


50,104 


32.3 


126 


19.7 


24.7 


43.0 


25.6 


17.4 


5.00 or more 


35,289 


38.5 


18.1 


20. 5 


22.8 


38.7 


23 2 


155 




41,126 


30.7 


13.4 


17.3 


28.2 


41.1 


198 


21 3 




7,470 


21.6 


11.7 


99 


32.1 


46 3 


13 5 


32.8 


1.00 to 2.9S 


22,990 


30 0 


12.6 


17.4 


28.1 


41.9 


21.2 


20.8 


3.00 to 4.99 


8,098 


37.7 


14.4 


23.3 


28.1 


34.2 


20.8 


13.5 


5.00 or more 


2,569 


40.8 


21.6 


19.2 


18.6 


40.6 


22.6 


18.0 


High school graduate, no college 


58,438 


30.5 


13.5 


17.0 


23.2 


46.3 


23 2 


23.1 




3,020 


20.7 


13.0 


7.6 


19.0 


60.3 


118 


48.6 




26,045 


25.5 


11.1 


14.4 


21.7 


52.8 


24.0 


28.7 


3.00 to 4.99 ...... 


18,685 


33.3 


13.7 


106 


26.0 


40.7 


25.0 


15.6 


5.00 or more 


9,888 


42.1 


20.0 


22.2 


23 4 


34.4 


21.9 


12.5 




38,337 


31.6 


13.7 


17.9 


21,0 


47.4 


23 2 


24.2 




1,608 


20.0 


14.1 


0.3 


17.2 


CO 7 


y 4 


53.4 




13,323 


23.6 


9.8 


138 


20.0 


56.4 


22.4 


34.0 


3.00 to 4 99 


13,078 


34.8 


13.5 


21.3 


21.3 


43.9 


26.3 


17.5 




10,327 


39.6 


18.8 


20.8 


22 5 


37.9 


22.5 


154 


4 or more years of college . . 


29 339 


27.5 


11.6 


16.0 


91 R 
c. I .O 


50 9 


25 8 


25.1 


Less than 1.00 




16.4 


86 


7.8 


inn 
IU.U 


73.6 


1.7 


72.1 


1.00 to 2.99 


6,000 


22.2 


10.6 


11.6 


14.7 


63.1 


23 5 


39.7 


3.00 to 4.99 


10^43 


23.0 


7.9 


15.2 


24.1 


52.9 


29.6 


233 




12,505 


34.3 


15.2 


19.1 


23 5 


42.2 


25.0 


17.3 


REGION 




















45,921 


25.7 


10.9 


148 


24.1 


50.2 


23.2 


27.1 


Less than 1.00 


4,630 


24 9 


14.9 


100 


26.0 


49.1 


13.3 


35 8 




18,123 


25.1 


10.8 


14.3 


21.3 


53.7 


210 


32.6 


3.00 to 4.99 


14,21 1 


23.7 


80 


15.8 


27.0 


49.3 


28.t 


21.2 


5 00 or more 


8957 


30.4 


13.6 


16.9 


OA 9. 


45.2 


24.7 


20.5 


Midwest 


60,957 


30.4 


13.0 


17.4 


22.2 


47 4 


25.3 


22.0 




5,654 


2?.2 


10.2 


12.0 


23.2 


54.6 


15.9 


38.7 




25,657 


25.2 


106 


14.6 


21 6 


53.2 


26 0 


27.2 


3.00 to 4.99 


18 288 


32.9 


12.2 


20.7 


99 R 


44.5 


28.2 


16.3 


5 00 or more 


1 1 ,358 


42.2 


20.9 


21.3 


OO R 


35.2 


23.9 


11 3 




76,437 


32.5 


14.1 


18.4 


22.8 


44 8 


21 7 


23.0 




9,720 


27.4 


16.4 


11.0 


21.3 


51.4 


11.3 


40.1 


1 nn tf\ o oo 


3' 363 


28.3 


12.5 


15.9 


21.6 


50.1 


24.0 


26.1 


3.00 to 4.99 


,836 


35.4 


13.0 


22 5 


26.5 


38.1 


23.1 


14.9 




1,518 


44 3 


18.9 


25.4 


21 4 


34.4 


21.1 


13.3 


West 


43,163 


31.5 


14.9 


16.5 


21.1 


47.4 


23.3 


24 1 




3,600 


26.1 


11.1 


15.0 


19.0 


54.9 


10.9 


44 0 


1.00 to 2.99 


18,606 


27.6 


12.6 


15.0 


21 0 


51 4 


23 5 


27.9 




11,812 


36.3 


15.8 


20.5 


20.7 


43.0 


26.4 


16.6 




9,145 


35.2 


20.1 


151 


22.8 


41.9 


23.6 


18.4 
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Table 4. Distribution of Percent Change in !ncome-to-Poveriy Ratios: 1985-86— Con. 



Characteristic 


Total 
(thous.) 


Declined 5 percent or moro 




Increased 5 percent or more 


Total 


o to iy 
percent 


20 

percent 
or moro 


Change 
less 
than 
5 percent 


Total 


5 to 19 

JJUl LUl 11 


20 

percent 
or more 


^PE OF RESIDENCE 




















1 70,756 


29 4 


12 5 


16.9 


23.3 


47 3 


23.9 


23.4 


Less than 1.00 


15,515 


24.6 


12.9 


11.7 


24.8 


50 6 


13.0 


376 


1.00 to 2.99 


70,042 


25.8 


11.4 


14 5 


21.5 


52.7 


24.1 


28 6 


3.00 to 4.99 


50,890 


30.5 


11.0 


19.5 


25.1 


44.4 


26.9 


17.5 




34,308 


37.2 


16C' 


20.3 


23.9 


38 9 


23.9 


15.0 




66,100 


30 5 


13.4 


17 1 


23.6 


460 


21.9 


24.1 


Less than 1 .00 


9,380 


26.8 


14.8 


120 


95 R 
£0 O 


47.6 


12.2 


35.3 


1.00 to 2.99 


28.798 


29.3 


12.9 


16.3 


20.3 


50.4 


23.1 


27.3 


3.00 to 4.99 


17,192 


32.5 


12.5 


20.0 


26.) 


41.1 


24.5 


16.6 




10.729 


33.5 


14.8 


18.7 


25.9 


40.6 


22.9 


17.6 




104,656 


28.7 


1 1 .9 


16 8 


23.2 


48.1 


Of 4 

25.1 


23.0 


Less than 1.00 


C.135 


21.2 


10.0 


11.2 


23.4 


55.3 


14.3 


41.1 


1.00 to 2.99 


41.244 


23.4 


102 


13.2 


22.2 


54 3 


24.8 


29.6 


3.00 to 4.99 


33,698 


29.5 


10.2 


19.3 


24.5 


46.1 


23.2 


17.9 




23.579 


38.8 


17.9 


21 0 


23.0 


38.1 


24.3 


13.8 


Outside metropolitan area 


55.721 


33.3 


15.7 


17 5 
I f .0 


20.3 




01 A 


25.0 


Less than 1.00 


8.088 


27.1 


155 


11.5 


17.6 


55 3 


12.1 


43.2 


1.00 to 2.99 


•mi ,1 UU 


29.2 


12.5 


16.6 


21.3 


49 5 


23.3 


26.2 


3.00 to 4.99 


13.257 


39.1 


168 


22.3 


21.8 


39.1 


23.9 


15.2 


5.00 or more 


6.669 


46.2 


27.1 


19 1 


16.3 


37 5 


19.7 


17.8 


MOBILITY STATUS BETWEEN 1985 AND 


















1986 




















171.326 


29.1 


11.7 


17.4 


24.4 


46.6 


24.6 


22.0 


Less than 1.00 


16.012 


25.2 


128 


12.4 


95 5 


49.3 


12.1 


37.3 


1.00 to 2.99 


73.492 


25.6 


10.1 


15 4 


23.3 


51 1 


25.1 


26.1 


3.00 to 4.99 


49.087 


30.6 


10.3 


20 4 


25.9 


43 5 


27 8 


15.7 


5.00 or ;iore 


32.735 


36.5 


166 


19.9 


23.9 


39.6 


24.6 


15.0 


Different house .... 


f»5.151 


34.3 


18.4 


15.9 


17.1 


48.6 


19.3 


29.3 


Less than 1 .00 


7.591 


26.0 


1S.9 


10.1 


15 7 
I O. ( 


58 4 


14.1 


44.3 


1.00 to 2.99 


24.258 


30.4 


164 


140 


15.7 


53 y 


20.2 


33 6 


3.00 to 4.99 


15.060 


37.6 


18.3 


193 


198 


42.6 


21.3 


21.3 




8.243 


47.3 


26.4 


20.8 


176 


35.1 


17.7 


17.4 




38.637 


34.2 


183 


15.9 


17.9 


47.9 


18.8 


291 


Less than 1 00 


5,679 


28.3 


164 


119 


17 5 


54 2 


11 4 


42.8 


1.00 to 2.99 


16,559 


29.2 


15.6 


13 6 


165 


54.3 


20 2 


34.0 




10,851 


36.8 


18.4 


18.4 


194 


43 9 


22.2 


21.6 


5.00 or more 


5.548 


50.4 


28.2 


22.2 


19.2 


30.4 


15.6 


14.9 


Different State 


16.514 


34.4 


18.5 


15 9 


153 


50 3 


20 4 


29.9 


Less than 1.00 


1.912 


19.1 


14.4 


4.7 


10 0 


70.9 


22.2 


48.6 


1.00 to 2.99 


7.699 


33.0 


18.1 


14.9 


14.0 


53.0 


20.2 


32.8 


3.00 to 4.99 


4.208 


39.8 


18.1 


21 7 


20.8 


J9.4 


19 0 


20.5 


5.00 or moro 


2,694 


40.9 


22.9 


180 


143 


44 8 


22.1 


22.7 


PROGRAM PARTICIPATION 


















No change in participation 


216.960 


30.0 


12.8 


172 


22 9 


47.0 


23 5 


23.5 


Less than 1.00 


21.363 


25.5 


13.4 


12.1 


23.9 


50 5 


13.3 


37.2 




91.782 


25.9 


10.9 


15.1 


21.6 


52.4 


24.2 


28.3 




63.204 


32.0 


11.8 


20.2 


24.5 


43.5 


26.3 


17.2 




40.612 


38.6 


18.5 


20 1 


22.8 


38.6 


23.2 


1 5.4 




25,134 


34.1 


18.4 


157 


24 9 


41 0 


150 


26.0 




14.976 


29 5 


14.7 


14.9 


260 


44.5 


13.9 


30.6 


1.00 to 2.99 


9.168 


40 4 


23 3 


17.1 


22.9 


36.6 


16.6 


20.0 


3.00 to 4.99 


790 


42 7 


30.3 


124 


26.3 


31 0 


17.3 


13.5 


5.09 or more 


200 


53.0 


32.5 


20.5 


30 0 


170 


12.0 


4.5 




191.G26 


29.5 


12.1 


17.4 


22.6 


47.8 


24.6 


23 2 


Ltfss than i.oo 


6.386 


16.2 


106 


5.6 


19.1 


64 6 


11.7 


52.9 


1.00 to 2.99 


82,614 


24.3 


9.5 


14.8 


21.5 


54.2 


25.0 


29.2 


3.00 lo 4 99 


62.414 


31.9 


11.6 


20.3 


24.5 


43.6 


26.4 


17.2 




40.412 


38.5 


16.4 


201 


22.7 


38.7 


23.2 


15.5 



ERIC 
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Table 4. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985-86— Con. 



Characteristic 


Total 
(thous ) 


Declined 5 percent or more 




Increased 5 percent or more 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


20 

perconi 

or more 


Change 
less 
than 
5 percent 


Total 


5 to 19 

norront 


20 

percent 


PROGRAM PARTICIPATION— Con. 


















Change In participation 


9,517 


37.0 


23 5 


13.5 


15.4 


47.6 


17.5 


30 1 


Less than 1.00 




24.5 


17.2 


7.2 


69 


68.6 


7.5 


61.1 


1.00 to 2.99 


5.967 


39.4 


24.0 


154 


18.3 


42.3 


19 2 


23.1 




943 


49.2 


33.6 


15.6 


18.9 


31.9 


25.9 


6.0 




366 


44 3 


29.2 


15.0 


M 2 


44.5 


28.4 


16.1 


Participant to nonpartictpan*. 


5,570 


24.8 


12.5 


12.2 


15.9 


59.4 


21.7 


37.7 


Less than 1.00 


1.490 


17.7 


9.3 


8.4 


6.2 


76.2 


79 


68.3 


1.00 to 2.99 


3,398 


25.6 


13.4 


19 9 


18 3 


56.1 


25.4 


30.7 


3 00 to 4 99 


505 


37.0 


16.2 


1ft ft 
I o.o 


25.5 


37.2 


37.2 


* 




177 


(B\ 
\ a t 


fRI 
\°) 


\°) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




3.947 


54.3 


39.1 


15.2 


14.7 


3'i 0 


11.6 


19.4 




751 


37.9 


32.9 


5.1 


85 


53.7 


6.5 


47.0 




2,569 


57.5 


38.0 


i y.o 


183 


24.2 


11.2 


13.0 


3.00 to 4.99 


439 


63.1 


S> l.O 


11ft 




25.7 


12.8 


13.0 




189 








(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




f"A 1411 vy OlTTf 

FAMILY SIZE 


















Persons in family .... 


1 94 444 


30.3 


12.7 


17.5 


22.1 


47.6 


23.9 


23.7 


Less than 1 .00 


19,361 


27.7 


14.7 


13.1 


19.4 


52.8 


12 8 


40.0 


1.00 to 2.99 


82.614 


262 


11.0 


15.2 


20.6 


53.2 


24.8 


28.4 




56.261 


32.1 


11.5 


20.6 


24 9 


43.0 


26.7 


16.3 




36,207 


38.0 


17.5 


20.5 


22.6 


39.3 


23.5 


158 


No change in family size 


161,444 


27.6 


106 


17.0 


23.5 


48.9 


25 3 


23.7 




15,527 


25 9 


134 


12.5 


20 4 


53 7 


13.5 


40 2 


1.00 to 2.99 


69.245 


23 8 


9.0 


14.8 


21.4 


54.7 


26.7 


28.0 




46,190 


28.5 


8.6 


198 


26 8 


44.7 


27.9 


16.8 




30,482 


35.7 


15.6 


20.0 


24.6 


39.7 


24.1 


15.7 


Two persons 


43,815 


30.6 


12.1 


18.4 


28.5 


40 9 


22 8 


18.1 


Less than 1 .00 


£912 


25 5 


11 4 


14.1 


27.4 


47.1 


7.9 


39 2 


1.00 to 2.99 


16,785 


25 5 


10.2 


153 


31.0 


43.5 


23.4 


20.1 




12.878 


31.4 


11.6 


198 


29.7 


39.0 


23 5 


15.4 




11,239 


38.5 


15.9 


22.6 


23.8 


37.7 


24.9 


12.7 


Three persons 


33,573 


27.6 


98 


17.8 


OA A 

£4.4 


48.0 


22.8 


25.2 


Less than 1 .00 


s!l67 


21.2 


10.9 


10 3 


23.3 


55.6 


9.2 


46.4 


1.00 to 2.99 


11,937 


25.8 


9.4 


16.4 


195 


54.7 


21.1 


33.5 




10,166 


26.4 


6.5 


19.9 


29.0 


44.6 


28.0 


16.6 




8,304 


34.1 


139 


20.2 


26.1 


39.8 


24.0 


15.8 


Pour persons 


44,408 


24.6 


9.1 


15.6 




54.2 


26 G 


27.6 


Less than 1.00 


3,598 


21.0 


12.6 


8.3 


193 


59.8 


12.9 


46.9 


1.00 to 2.99 


19,188 


20.8 


7.5 


13.3 


17.1 


62.1 


28.8 


33.3 




13,898 


26.9 


67 


20.2 


24.7 


48.4 


28.9 


19.5 




7,723 


31.7 


15.4 


16.2 


26.2 


42.2 


23 4 


18.8 


Five persons or more 


39,648 


27.7 


11.4 


16.3 


ly.o 


52.6 


28.6 


24 1 


Less than 1.00 


5.850 


31.7 


162 


15.5 


16.1 


52 2 


19.0 


33.2 


1.00 to 2.99 


21,334 


24 2 


9.3 


14.9 


189 


569 


30.5 


26.4 




9,249 


24.1 


9.8 


19.3 


23.7 


47.2 


32.2 


150 




3,216 


40.1 


20.9 


19.2 


19.2 


40.8 


22.7 


18.0 


Change in family size 


33.000 


43.3 


23.1 


20.2 


ID D 


41.3 


17.4 


23.8 


Less than 1.00 


3,834 


35.2 


20.0 


152 


15.4 


49.4 


9.9 


39 4 


1.00 to 2.99 


13.370 


38.5 


21.2 


17.4 


16.2 


45.3 


15.1 


30.1 


3.00 to 4.99 


10,071 


48 7 


24.8 


23.9 


16.2 


35.1 


21.5 


13.6 




5,725 


50.3 


27.0 


23.3 


12.4 


37.3 


20.7 


16.6 


Two persons in 1985, more in 1906 


4,322 


48.8 


25.4 


23.3 


15.1 


36.2 


8.7 


27.5 




348 


60 




6.0 


5.7 


88.5 


21.3 


67.2 


1.00 to 2.99 


1,477 


37.4 


17.9 


19.6 


11.0 


51.6 


66 


45.0 


3.00 to 4.99 


1,516 


51.7 


25.8 


26.0 


24.5 


23.7 


10.9 


12.9 




9*1 


76.4 


45 3 


31.0 


10.0 


13.7 


4.0 


9.7 
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Table 4. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Rat'os: 1985-86— Con. 



Characteristic 



FAMILY SIZE— Con 

Three persons in 1985, more in 1986 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3 00 to 4.99 . . . 

5.00 or mure 

Four persons in 1985, more in 1986 . 

Less than 1 .00 

1.00 to 2.9? 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more , 

Five persons or more in 1985, 

more in 1986 , 

Less <han 1 .00 , 

1.00 to 2.99 , 

3.00 to 4.99 , 

5.00 oi more 



) persons in 1 985, two 

s in 1986 

Less* 1.00 

1.00 0 

3.00 . 4.99 

5.00 or more 



Four persons in 1985, less in 

1986 

Less than 1 .00 

1.00 to2.9'J 

3.00 to 4.99 

5 00 or more 



Frve persons or more in 1985, 
less sn 1986 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2b? 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 



FAMILY STATUS 

No change in family status . . 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 459 

5.00 or more 



Family member entire penod , 

Less than 1 .00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3 00 to 4.99 

5 00 or more 



Mamed-couple family . 

Less than 1 .00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 



Other family type. 
Less than 1 .00 . . . 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or moi r; 



Unrelated indrvkJua 1 

Less than 1 .00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 , 

5.00 or more 



Declined 5 percent or more 



Increased 5 percent or mere 



Total 
(thous.) 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


20 

percent 
or more 


Change 

I9SS 

than 
5 percent 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


on 

percent 
or more 


5,038 


52 6 


28 7 


23.9 


16.1 


31 3 


133 


18.0 


366 


41 5 


20 8 


20 5 


156 


43.2 


0.0 


43 2 


1.680 


50.4 


26 4 


23 9 


14 8 


34.9 


142 


20.7 


1,912 


48.8 


25.3 


23.5 


22.2 


29 0 


20 3 


8.7 


1,080 


66.5 


40 8 


25.6 


75 


26.0 


4.1 


21.9 


3,462 


49 5 


27 4 


22.1 


130 


37.6 


158 


21 7 


505 


43.0 


35.6 


7.3 


83 


48 7 


198 


28.9 


1,992 


40.4 


23.6 


16.8 


18 6 


41 0 


14.1 


26.9 


825 


71 6 


32.6 


39.0 


45 


24.0 


15.4 


8.6 


140 


(6) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


fB) 
i u / 


(B) 


IB) 


3,188 


36.3 


11.9 


24 4 


21 5 


42 2 


11.2 


30 9 


1,054 


37.2 


9.0 


28.2 


18.0 


44 8 


4.6 


40.2 


1,542 


29.0 


6.5 


22 4 


23.3 


47.7 


1 1.2 


36 4 


500 


57.8 


30.6 


27 Z 


27.2 


15.0 


15.0 




93 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


IB) 


3,078 


52.3 


26.8 


25.5 


17.8 


29.9 


17.8 


12.1 


196 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




53.1 


29.9 


23 1 


12.0 


35.0 


22.9 


12.1 


9 13 


62 0 


34.8 


27.2 


15 8 


22.3 


10 6 


11.7 


1 ,UJJ 


47.9 


18 2 


29.7 


21 4 


30 7 


20.6 


10.1 


f 127 


35.8 


20.3 


15.5 


124 


51.8 


24 6 


27.1 


206 


24 8 


24.8 




25.2 


50.0 




50.0 


1,778 


40.6 


21.7 


19.0 


97 


49.7 


185 


31 1 


1,956 


36.8 


20.7 


162 


13 8 


49.4 


31.3 


18.1 


1,188 


29 0 


16 8 


12 1 


12.1 


58 9 


27.0 


31.9 


8,785 


36.6 


21.6 


149 


15.0 


48.4 


22.6 


25.8 


1 159 


Af\ O 


or n 


12.3 


13,7 


46.1 


1 1.6 


34.5 


3,965 


32.3 


22 3 


10.0 


18.8 


48.9 


17.3 


31.6 


2,450 


41.6 


19.3 


22.2 


10.2 


48.2 


28 8 


19.4 


1,211 


36.8 


17.8 


19.0 


13.6 


49.6 


38 2 


11.4 


214,698 


29.5 


12.3 


17.1 


23.3 


47.2 


24.0 


£3 2 


22,121 


25.8 


13.9 


11.9 


23 4 


50.7 


130 


37.7 


92,393 


25.7 


10.8 


149 


22.2 


52 2 


24.8 


27.4 


60,998 


31 3 


11.1 


20 2 


25 3 


43 4 


27.0 


16.4 


39,186 


37.6 


170 


20.6 


23.1 


39.3 


23.7 


15.6 


189,868 


29.8 


12.3 


175 


22.5 


47 7 


24.3 


23.5 


18,437 


27.9 


14.7 


132 


20.2 


51 8 


12.9 


38.9 


80,452 


25.6 


10.5 


15.1 


20.9 


53.5 


25.3 


28.2 


55,158 


314 


11 0 


20.4 


25.3 


43.3 


27.1 


163 


35,822 


37.8 


17.1 


20 7 


22 8 


39.4 


23 5 


15.8 


159,687 


30.0 


12.5 


176 


22.3 


47.6 


25.0 


22.6 


8,757 


27.8 


192 


8.5 


17.2 


55.1 


15.5 


39 5 


66,899 


25.2 


10.0 


153 


21.2 


53.6 


25.2 


28 4 


50,143 


31.7 


11.1 


20 6 


24.4 


43.8 


27.1 


16.7 


33,888 


37.6 


17.7 


19.9 


22 8 


39 6 


24.0 


15.6 


30,182 


28.5 


11.3 


17.2 


23.1 


48.3 


20 4 


28 0 


9,679 


28.1 


107 


17.4 


23.0 


48.9 


10.6 


38.4 


13,553 


27.4 


13.3 


14.1 


193 


53 3 


25.8 


27.5 


5,015 


27.8 


9.2 


18.6 


337 


38.6 


26.5 


12.1 


1,934 


J1.1 


6.7 


34.4 


23.4 


35.5 


150 


20.5 


24,830 


26 8 


125 


14.3 


30.2 


43.0 


21.7 


21.3 


3,684 


15.4 


9 9 


5.5 


39.4 


45.2 


13.5 


31,8 


11,942 


26 1 


12.3 


13.8 


30 8 


43.1 


21.0 


22.1 


5,840 


30.7 


12.8 


179 


25.6 


43.7 


25.9 


17.8 


3,364 


35.1 


15.5 


19.6 


26.2 


38.7 


25.7 


130 



ERIC 
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Table 4. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985-86— Con. 



Characteristic 



FAMILY STATUS-Con. 

Change .n family status . . 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2 99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 

From married couple to: 

Other family type 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 

Unrelated individual 

Less than 1 .00 

1.0Cto2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 

From other family type to: 

Married couple 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 

Unrelated individual 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 , 

5 00 or more 

From unrelated individual to 1 

Married couple 

Less than 1 .00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 

Other family type 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

wOO jf more 

Family member to unrelated 
individual, total 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 

Unrelated individual to family 
member, total 

Less Cian 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4,99 

5.00 or more 

MARITAL STATUS 2 

No change in mantal status . . 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3 00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 

Marned 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 



Total 
(thous.) 


Declined 5 percent or more 




Increased 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


20 

percent 

wl IIIUIO 


less 
than 
5 percent 


Total 




1,779 


46 3 


30.9 


15.5 


8.8 


44 9 




482 


19.4 


11.9 


7 6 


5.9 


74.7 




5,356 


46.0 


27.8 


18 1 


88 


45.2 




3,149 


50 6 


32.1 


18 5 


7 7 


41.7 




1.791 


62.1 


53 5 


8.6 


13.1 


24 8 




2,71 1 


65.8 


42.3 


23 5 


83 


26.0 




470 


32.8 


17.7 


15 1 




67 2 




1,307 


69.4 


41 6 


27.9 


9.4 


21.1 




734 


76.2 


48 6 


27.5 


11.2 


12.7 




200 


81.0 


81.0 




9.0 


9.5 




2,599 


63.0 


46.1 


169 


13.8 


23.2 




111 


to) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




931 


57.6 


34 7 


23.0 


11.8 


30.5 




880 


62.7 


44.2 


18.5 


13.3 


24.0 




677 


77.4 


69.9 


7.4 


151 


7.7 




1,932 


27.0 


150 


12.0 


8.5 


64 5 




454 


14 5 


99 


4.6 


7.3 


78.2 




865 


19.4 


106 


8.8 


12.7 


67.9 




419 


53.0 


21.2 


31 7 


29 


43.9 




195 


(B) 


(B) 


(8) 


(B) 






1 ,500 


59.8 


44.5 


15.3 


8.9 


33.3 




69 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




885 


61.1 


41.9 


19.2 


7.0 


31.9 




314 


47.1 


41.1 


6.1 


10 2 


42.7 




232 


81.9 


67.7 


13.8 




18.5 




2,222 


19.2 


9.1 


10.0 


7.7 


73.1 




198 


(B) 


(B) 


(8) 


(B) 


(B) 




048 


18.5 


8 2 


10.3 


69 


74.7 




636 


13.4 


4.9 


8 5 




86.6 




440 


35.2 


19.1 


16.4 


23 9 


40 9 




814 


23 6 


16.2 


7.4 


1.8 


74 7 




180 


(B) 


(B) 


(6) 


(B) 


IB) 




421 


32.1 


20.2 


121 




67 7 




166 


fB) 
\Bi 


loj 


m\ 


(B) 


/D\ 

(o) 




47 


\°f 




v»j 


(B) 


/o\ 

vo) 




4.099 


61.0 


45.5 


163 


11.3 


26 9 




180 


(8) 


(B) 


(PI 


(B) 


(B) 




1.815 


59.3 


38 2 




95 


31.2 




1.194 


58.6 


43.3 


15.3 


12.5 


28.9 




910 


78 4 


69.2 


9.1 


11.2 


104 




3.036 


20.4 


11.0 


9.4 


6 1 


73 6 




378 


6.3 


6.3 




4 0 


oy./ 




1.369 


22 7 


11.8 


10.8 


4.7 


72.6 




802 


138 


59 


8.0 




86.2 




487 


°5.3 


20.7 


14.8 


21 6 


431 




160.456 


29.9 


12.8 


17.1 


24.1 


**o.\j 




12,823 


21 1 


126 


8.6 


26.5 


52.4 




65.360 


25.9 


10.8 


1«5.1 


23 4 


507 




48.097 


31.8 


12.3 


196 


25 2 


42.9 




34.176 


38.2 


174 


20.8 


23.0 


38.S 




101,007 


30.2 


12.3 


18.0 


23.5 


46 o 




4.492 


22.8 


169 


5.9 


18.5 


58.6 




39.739 


25.1 


95 


15.6 


22.9 


52.0 




32.582 


31.9 


11.4 


20.5 


25.3 


42.7 




24 194 


37.7 


17.0 


20.6 


22.8 


39.5 





5 to 19 
percent 



10.3 
8.5 
8.3 
13.4 
12.3 



94 
20 2 
6.2 
80 
9.5 

8.1 
(B) 
7.5 
123 
3.1 



8.6 

4.6 
14.1 
(B) 

120 
(B) 
8.9 
19.7 
13.4 



152 
(B) 
16.4 
170 
168 

8.1 
(B) 
4.8 
IB) 
(B) 



9.5 
(B) 
8.2 
14.2 
5.7 



13.3 
2.4 
12.8 
16.8 
17.0 



23.2 
12.2 
23 1 
26 2 
23.3 

24.6 
14.3 
24.7 
26.1 
24.3 



er|c 



4i 



35 



Table 4. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985-86— Con. 



Characteristic 


Total 
(thous ) 


Declined 5 percent or more 


| 

Change 
less 
than 
5 percent 


increased 5 percent or more 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


20 
percent 
or more 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


20 

percent 
or more 


II An IT A 1 OTATI 102 _ 

MARITAL ©TATUS — Con. 


















Widowed 


11,788 


28.0 


10.9 


172 


38.2 


33.8 


194 


14.4 


cess than 1 .00 


1,892 


10.8 


3.8 


7.0 


54.9 


34.4 


15.8 


18.6 


1.00 to 2.99 


6,840 


28.1 


101 


17.9 


37 6 


34.3 


20.7 


13.6 




1 ,982 


35.2 


15.7 


19.5 


32 7 


32.1 


18.8 


13.3 




1,074 


45.1 


18.7 


26.3 


22 5 


32.4 


19.1 


133 


Divorced 


10,889 


31.9 


160 


160 


23.5 


44.6 


21.1 


23.5 




1,803 


28.5 


13.1 


15.4 


25 8 


45 6 


13.0 


32.7 




4,846 


30 9 


17.5 


13.3 


201 


49 1 


25.7 


23.3 




2,709 


34.3 


15.4 


189 


25.4 


40.3 


20.2 


20.2 




1,531 


35.3 


15.2 


20.1 


28.0 


36.6 


17.5 


19.1 


Separated 


2,720 


27.1 


12.8 


14.3 


24 7 


48 2 


18.6 


29.6 




990 


20 2 


9.7 


10.6 


28 6 


51.2 


11.3 


39.8 


1.00 to 1 9 


1,259 


31.4 


13.7 


17.7 


^3.6 


45.0 


19.9 


25.2 




352 


28.4 


14.5 


13.6 


19.6 


52.0 


28.1 


23.9 


5.00 or more 


1 19 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Never mamed 


34,052 


29 3 


14.1 


15.2 


21.4 


49.4 


21.5 


27.8 


Less than 1.00 


3,646 


21 1 


12.3 


8.7 


21.3 


57.6 


7.4 


50.2 


1.00 to 2 99 


12,676 


24 8 


12.5 


123 


18.7 


56 5 


19.0 


37.5 




10,473 


30.3 


13.4 


169 


23.7 


46.0 


29.3 


168 




7,258 


39.7 


18.6 


21.1 


22.7 


37 6 


21.3 


15.7 


Change in marital status 


160,456 


29.9 


12.8 


17.1 


24 1 


46.0 


23.2 


2kJ 




12,823 


21.1 


12.6 


8.6 


26.S 


52.4 


12.2 


40.2 


1.00 to 2.99 


65,360 


25 9 


10.8 


15 1 


23.4 


50.7 


23.1 


27.5 


3.00 to 4.99 


48,097 


31.8 


12.3 


19.6 


25.2 


42.9 


26.2 


163 


5.00 or more 


34,176 


38 2 


17.4 


20.8 


23 0 


33 8 


23.3 


15.4 


Status in 1985: 


















Mamed 


2,177 


54.6 


31 0 


23.7 


13.2 


32.2 


10.7 


21.5 




207 


23.7 


92 


15.0 


19.8 


56.5 


12.6 


44.0 


1.00 to 2.99 


1,064 


57.1 


31.6 


25 6 


9.5 


33 3 


8.2 


25.0 




669 


55 9 


28.6 


27.2 


18.5 


25 6 


11.8 


138 




237 


66.7 


54.0 


12.7 


84 


24.5 


165 


8.4 


Divorced 


966 


24.3 


13.8 


10.6 


9.8 


65 8 


14.5 


51.2 




77 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.00 to 2.99 


441 


231 


11.1 


12.0 


13.6 


63.3 


10.0 


53.3 




310 


28.7 


12.9 


15.5 


• 


71.3 


19.0 


52.6 




137 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Separated 


1,180 


32.0 


18 3 


136 


12.8 


55 2 


22.4 


328 


Less than 1.00 


217 


iy.o 


3.1 


14.7 




80.2 


5 1 


75.6 


1.00 to 2.99 


631 


26.0 


18.5 


7.6 


17.1 


56.9 


31.2 


25.7 


3 00 to 4.99 


204 


58.3 


28 9 


29.4 


1 1.3 


30.9 


4.9 


26.0 




127 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Never mamed ... 


2,361 


33.6 


20 0 


13.6 


132 


5: ^ 


11.1 


42.1 


1 iL-^, 4 t\f\ 


146 


\P) 


\P) 


\o) 


(B) 








a r\r\ u o nn 


807 


26.0 


169 


9.2 


104 


637 


7.4 


56 3 


5.00 to 4 99 


814 


37 0 


13.4 


23.6 


12.0 


50 9 


11.8 


39.1 


5.00 or more 


594 


44.4 


36.9 


7.7 


19.4 


36.2 


15.3 


20.7 


status in i sod. 


















Married 


3,614 


30.6 


18.7 


11.9 


11.7 


57.7 


-1 2 


46.5 


Less than 1.00 


295 


6.8 


6.8 




7.8 


85.4 


3.1 


82.4 




1,409 


25.4 


148 


10.6 


11.5 


63.1 


8.2 


54.9 


3.00 to 4.99 


1,173 


34.4 


14.7 


19 7 


8.4 


57.3 


13.2 


44.1 




766 


43.7 


36.8 


69 


185 


37.9 


16.8 


21.0 




611 


61.9 


39 8 


22.1 


i5.5 


22 6 


7.5 


15.1 




82 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.00 to 2.99 


365 


64.1 


38.4 


26.0 


167 


19.2 


4.9 


\\2 


3.0'j to 4.99 


110 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


5.00 or more 


54 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




36 



Table 4. Distribution of Percent Change in Incume-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985-86— Con. 



Characteristic 



MARITAL STATUS 2 -Con 

Divorced . . 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 



Separated 

Less than 1.00 . 
1.00 to 2.99 ... 
3.00 to 4.99 . . 
5.00 or more . . . 



HOUSEHOLD RELATIONSHIP 

No change in household 

relationship 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 



Householder 
Less than 1 .00 . . 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 
5.00 or more 



Spouse 

Less than 1 .00 . 
1.00 to 2.99.... 
3/^ to 4.90 . . . . 
5xv or more. . . . 



Child 

Less than 1.00 • 
1.00 to 2.99... 
3.00 to 4.99 .. 
5.00 or more . 



Other relative 
Less than 1 .00 . . 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 .... 
5.00 or more 



Nonrelatrve 

Less than 1 .00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 



Change in household relationship 

Lesr than 1.00. 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 

From householder to. 



Spouse 

Less than 1.00 . 
1.00 to 2.99 . . . 
3.00 to 4.99 . . . 
5.00 or more. . . 



Child 

Less than 1.00 , 
1.00 to 2.99 .., 
3.00 to 4.99 . . . 
5.00 or more. . . 





Declined 5 percent or more 




Increased 5 percent or more 










Changs 








Total 






20 


less 








Total 


5 to 19 


percent 


than 




b to 19 


percent 


(thous ) 


percent 


or more 


5 percent 


Total 


percent 


or more 


1 RAR 


391 


19.9 


192 


13 8 


47 2 


21.7 


25.4 


156 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


786 


33.6 


21.2 


12.2 


15.0 


51.4 


27 0 


24.6 


424 


52 6 


20.3 


32.3 


15.6 


O I .0 


1 1.0 


OA ft 


180 


(B) 


(B) 


(B\ 


(B) 




/D\ 
\P) 




982 


51.4 


27.7 


23 7 


125 


36 0 


11 7 


24.3 


134 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


437 


52.2 


27.9 


24 5 


5.3 


42.6 


96 


33.0 


300 


59.3 


30.3 


28.7 


19.0 


91 7 


m o 


11 i 
1 1 J 


112 


(B) 


iB) 


(B\ 


(B) 


\°) 


/D\ 
\P) 


/D\ 
\P) 


2 16 194 


29.4 


12.3 


17.1 


23 2 


47.4 


23 9 


23 5 


22,503 


25.9 


14.1 


11.8 


23.1 


51 0 


12.9 


36.1 


93,166 


25.8 


10.7 


15.0 


22 0 


52.2 


24.6 


27.6 


61,226 


31.1 


11.1 


20.0 


25.1 


43.8 


26.9 


16.9 


39.299 


37.4 


17.1 


20.3 


23.0 


39.7 


23 9 


15.8 


QO AAR. 


29 2 


12.3 


16 9 


25 3 


45 5 


23.2 


22.3 


8,182 


21.2 


11.9 


9.3 


29 4 


49 5 


13.1 


36.4 


35,521 


25.7 


10.5 


15.2 


25 3 


49.0 


23.5 


25.5 


23,598 


31.2 


11.6 


19.7 


25.6 


43.2 


256 


17.6 


16,14o 


38.0 


17.5 


20.5 


22.9 


39.1 


24.2 


149 


48 977 


30.1 


12.1 


1d.O 


23.7 


46 2 


24.4 


21.8 


2.080 


21 5 


159 


56 


19 4 


59.1 


13.8 


45.3 


19.121 


24 9 


94 


15.5 


23.1 


52.0 


24.7 


27.4 


15.848 


31.9 


11.1 


20.7 


25.8 


42.4 


25 7 


167 


11,928 


37.6 


17.0 


20.6 


22.8 


39 6 


24.0 


15.6 


7 A 1 1 A 


29 1 


12.4 


16 7 


20.6 


50 3 


24.5 


25.8 


10,529 


300 


153 


14.6 


190 


51.1 


138 


37.2 


33,752 


256 


11 2 


14.4 


18.5 


55.9 


25 9 


30 0 


19,555 


306 


10.3 


20.4 


24.0 


45.4 


28.7 


16.7 


10,278 


37.1 


17.5 


19.6 


22.6 


40 3 


23.0 


17.4 


R 1 07 
D, l CI 


29 4 


121 


17.3 


23.1 


47.5 


25.2 


22.3 


810 


302 


140 


16.3 


20.2 


49.6 


53 


44.3 


3,059 


30.0 


12.9 


17.i 


20.0 


50.0 


26.9 


23.1 


1,546 


28.5 


12.3 


16.2 


28.6 


42.1 


32.0 


10.9 


712 


27.7 


6.2 


21.5 


27 8 


44 7 


26.1 


18.5 




31.1 


15.7 


15.4 


17.7 


D 1 .c. 


1 Q ft 

i y.u 


10 0 


901 


27.1 


14.9 


12.2 


26 6 


46.4 


4.8 


41.6 


1.712 


33.d 


17.7 


159 


10.8 


55 6 


1 7 .8 


37.9 


680 


31.8 


153 


166 


160 


52.1 


39 6 


12.5 


236 


26 3 


5.9 


20 3 


38.1 


35.6 


22 9 


12.7 


10,283 


49.6 


33.2 


16.4 


10.7 


39.7 


10.0 


29.7 


1.100 


16.5 


O D 




54 


7P 1 


9.5 


68.5 


4,584 


467 


30.9 


158 


10.3 


43.0 


3.7 


34 4 


2,921 


55.9 


34.5 


21.4 


10.5 


33.7 


13.4 


20.? 


1,678 


68.5 


53.5 


15.0 


15.6 


15.9 


8.2 


7.7 


51 7 


19.5 


7.7 


11.8 


8. 1 


72.3 


14.9 


57.4 


51 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


323 


195 


12.4 


68 


7.7 


72.8 


99 


62.8 


123 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


20 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


435 


20 5 


2.1 


184 


2.5 


77.0 


69 


■'oi 


61 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


264 


14.8 


3.4 


11.0 




85 6 




85.6 


82 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


27 


<B> 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 



9 

ERIC 



43 



37 



Table 4. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985-86— Con. 



Characteristic 


Total 
(thous ) 


Declined 5 percent or mere 


j 

Change 
less 
than 
5 percent 


increased 5 kercent or more 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


20 

percent 
or more 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


20 
percent 
or more 


uni iQCuni n dci atiomcuid 

MUUocnULU ntLAHUNonlr— ^On. 


















From spouse to* 




















1,453 


63.6 


38.6 


250 


9.6 


26.8 


M6 


15.2 


Less than 1.00 


162 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.00 to 2 00 


713 


60.9 


38.1 


7" " 


6.6 


32.4 


11.9 


20' 


T Of) tn A QQ 


A 1 7 
Hit 


79.6 


47.C 




7.2 


13.2 


9.8 


3a 


5 00 Of more 


160 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


tax 


(P) 


(B) 


(B) 




90 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 






(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.00 to 299 


46 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


3.00 to 4.99 


44 


(3) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


R OO nr mnrft 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


'B) 


(B) 


Prom child to. 




















2,426 


70.7 


57.1 


136 


13.5 


15.8 


6.1 


9.7 


Less than 1.00 


35 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.00 to 2.99 


74? 


63.5 


52.0 


11 5 


14.7 


22 0 


5 5 


1 R A 


3.00 to 4.99 


964 


69.1 


43.4 


20 6 


inc 
1 u o 


20.2 


11.0 


9 2 


5.00 nr more 


66b 


81.2 


74.5 


6.7 


17.1 


1.9 




1.9 






54.8 


33.0 


21.7 


11.5 


33.5 


50 


28.5 


looo ii iai i i .ww .......... . .. 


Q 

y 


(9) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1 Of) In 9 QQ 


1 «*U 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


3.00 to 4.99 


146 


(B) 


(6) 


(6) 


(8) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




156 


(Bj 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


WORK PXPPPIPIMCP 2 


















PofVlPQ 1R VAATC anH nuor 


167,240 


30.3 


13.2 


17.1 


23.7 


46 1 


22.8 


23.3 




13,490 


20.9 


122 


8.7 


25.7 


o3.4 


12.0 


41.4 


1.00 to 2.99 


66.25C 


26.3 


11 3 


15.1 


22.9 


50.7 


22 7 


28.0 


3 CtC\ tn A QQ 


50,104 


22.3 


12,6 


13.7 


24.7 


43.0 


25.6 


17.4 


c OO ftr mnrA 




38.5 


18.1 


20.5 


22.8 


38.7 


23.2 


15.5 


No change between 1985 and 1986 . 


136,018 


28 7 


1lX 


17.1 


25.6 


45.7 


24.0 


21.7 




10,469 


19 7 


11.2 


tt.5 


29.6 


50.7 


131 


37.6 


i.00 to 2.99 


54,803 


25 0 


98 


"5.2 


25.2 


49 8 


24.1 


25.7 




41.116 


29.9 


10.6 


103 












26.5 


43.6 


26.6 


17.0 


5.00 or more 


29,624 


36.8 


16.3 


20 5 


23 7 


39.4 


24.1 


153 




60,119 


250 


64 


17.4 


24.3 


49.9 


28.6 


21.3 


Less than 1 00 


716 


.^0 


13 ? 


6.0 


19.8 


60 2 


9.5 


50.8 


1.00 to 2.99 


18,335 


20.0 


6.3 


13.8 


20.4 


59.5 


29.3 


30.2 




22.6G0 


25.1 


62 


188 


26 6 


48.3 


29 8 


18.5 




18,388 


32 7 


13 1 


19.7 


25 4 


41.8 


27 2 


14.€ 


Worked not year-round, full-time 


35,214 


34.0 


17.5 


166 


17.6 


48.3 


19.9 


28.4 




3,182 


22.5 


15.1 


7.4 


10.8 


68.7 


8.6 


58.1 


1.00 to 2.99 


15,861 


29.9 


15.1 


14.6 


16.2 


54.0 


20 4 


33.6 


Q OA tn A QQ 


1 0,076 


38.4 


180 


20.4 


22 0 


39 6 


23.0 


16.6 


^ OO nr mnrA 


ft OOA 


43.8 


23.7 


20.1 


17 7 


38 0 


19.4 


19.1 


Did not work 


40,685 


28.2 


11 2 


17.0 


34.5 


37.3 


20.7 


16.6 




6,570 


18.3 


9/1 


9.2 


39.7 


42.0 


15.7 


26.2 




20,614 


25.8 


8.9 


16.9 


36.3 


37.9 


22.3 


15.6 


q OO to A QQ 


0,00 1 


32.8 


13.6 


192 


CI. 6 


35.6 


22.1 


13.5 


5 00 or more 


5,141 


43 1 


19.1 


24.0 


24.9 


31.9 


18.7 


13.2 




31,222 


37.3 


20.1 


171 


15.2 


47.6 


17.6 


30.0 




3,021 


25.1 


15.7 


9.4 


12.1 


62.8 


8.1 


54.7 


1 00 to 2 99 


13,548 


31.7 


17.1 


14.5 


13.8 


54.6 


17.1 


37.5 


3.00 »o 4.99 


8,088 


43.4 


21.7 


21.7 


16.5 


40.1 


21.2 


18.9 




5,685 


47.4 


27.1 


20 3 


17.9 


34.7 


18.4 


16.2 


Year-round, full-tome to not year-round, full-time . 


9,640 


56.2 


31 1 


25.2 


1^.8 


30 0 


13.9 


16.1 


Less than 1.00 


309 


51.8 


38.5 


13.3 


2.9 


45.6 


8.4 


37.? 


1.00 to 2.99 


3,929 


49.0 


26.9 


22.0 


14 6 


36 4 


11.9 


24.6 


3.00 to 4.99 


3,192 


63.1 


32.0 


31.1 


13.3 


23.6 


154 


8.2 




2,210 


60.0 


36.2 


23.8 


145 


25.6 


15.9 


9.6 



44 
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Table 4. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985-86— Con. 



Characteristic 



Declined 5 percent or more 



Increased 5 percent or more 



Total 
(thous ) 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


20 
percent 
or more 


Change 
less 
than 
5 percent 


Total 


5 to 19 


20 
percent 


1 1,451 


19 3 


9.1 


10.2 


14.0 


666 


21 6 


45 0 


766 


4.7 


4.7 




5.4 


89.9 


6 1 


83 8 


5,062 


14.9 


60 


8.9 


9.2 


759 


20 5 


55.5 


3 654 


22 9 


9.5 


13.4 


18 4 


58 7 


26.2 


32.5 


1,969 


29.8 


183 


11.5 


21.8 


48.4 


22.2 


26.2 


5,907 


51 5 


29.6 


22.0 


19.2 


29.2 


143 


14.9 


815 


55.5 


34 7 


20.7 


13.7 


30.8 


8.3 


22.5 


2.651 


47 3 


28.3 


19.0 


20 2 


32 4 


13.9 


18.6 


1,412 


54.6 


30.2 


24.4 


20.0 


25.4 


17.6 


7.9 


1,030 


55.1 


28.2 


27.0 


20.0 


24.9 


154 


9.4 


4,149 


21.6 


106 


11 0 


15.9 


62.5 


20.3 


42.2 


1,131 


9.9 


34 


66 


179 


72.1 


9.1 


63.0 


1,869 


17.5 


9.8 


7.7 


15.6 


669 


23.5 


43.3 


702 


35.5 


18.7 


17.0 


15.2 


49.1 


29.2 


19 9 


447 


46.5 


19.7 


26.8 


13.0 


40.7 


21*3 


19.2 


174,774 


27 6 


10 6 


17.0 


25.4 


46.9 


24.8 


22.1 


18,841 


25 7 


12.3 


13.4 


26 6 


47.7 


14.3 


33.4 


75,118 


24 0 


9.2 


14.8 


24.0 


52.0 


25.7 


26.3 


49,990 


29 0 


9.4 


19.6 


27.5 


43.5 


27.4 


16.1 


30,825 


35.5 


14.9 


20.6 


24.8 


39 7 


25.0 


14.7 


33,808 


28.3 


11.2 


17.1 


37.2 


34 6 


179 


16.7 


11,596 


26.4 


10.4 


1 6.1 


34.9 


38.6 


14 6 


24.0 


15,681 


25.2 


93 


15.9 


40.8 


34.0 


20 8 


13.3 


4,239 


34.9 


13.7 


21.2 


35.3 


29.7 


17.0 


12.7 


2,291 


46 2 


23.4 


22.9 


27.1 


26 7 


16.7 


10.0 


66,506 


29 6 


13.2 


16.4 


22 o 


48.3 


24 6 


23.7 


6,303 


25.5 


16.1 


9.4 


11 8 


62.7 


14 5 


48.2 


33,893 


27.5 


12.6 


15.0 


20.2 


52.2 


25.7 


26.5 


16,920 


30.1 


11.0 


19.'t 


27.3 


426 


27.4 


15.2 


9,369 


39 4 


17.8 


21.6 


25.6 


350 


22.3 


12 7 


61,755 


26.7 


8.6 


18.1 


23.0 


50.3 


27.2 


23.1 


942 


16.8 


9.7 


7.1 


23.9 


59.3 


9.9 


49.5 


22,756 


20 1 


52 


14.9 


18.8 


61 1 


28.3 


32.8 


22,817 


29 3 


9 0 


20.3 


26.8 


43 9 


27.3 


16 7 


15,239 


33.4 


13.2 


20 2 


23 5 


43.1 


26 5 


16 6 


12,706 


19.9 


5.0 


14.9 


24.0 


56.1 


32 9 


23.1 


2,787 


77 


1.3 


6.4 


17.2 


75.1 


32.1 


43.0 


6,013 


20 4 


3.8 


16.7 


25.4 


54.2 


35 2 


19 0 


3,906 


27.9 


9.5 


18.4 


26.8 


45.3 


30.1 


15.2 


51,703 


39 4 


22 3 


17.1 


13.0 


47.6 


18.0 


29.5 


4,762 


24.6 


19 9 


4.7 


52 


70.1 


6 4 


63 8 


22,632 


35.8 


19.9 


16 0 


12 9 


51.3 


17.7 


33.6 


14,157 


439 


21 0 


22.0 


13.5 


42.6 


22.4 


20.2 


10,152 


48 3 


29.7 


18 6 


16.1 


35.5 


17.9 


17.6 


4,092 


10.8 


4.8 


6 0 


56 


83.4 


13.5 


69 9 


2,236 


6.6 


25 


4.2 


4.6 


88.8 


4.7 


84.1 


1,559 


142 


7.9 


6.2 


7.2 


786 


23.9 


54.7 


145 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


151 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


12,535 


161 


5.9 


10.2 


11.2 


72 8 


22.9 


49.9 


987 


4.7 


4.7 




71 


881 


5.8 


82.4 


7,183 


12.4 


3.5 


8.8 


109 


76.8 


23.9 


52.6 


2,812 


?\A 


7.0 


13.4 


8.6 


70 9 


27.9 


43.1 


1,554 


32 5 


15.3 


172 


19.6 


47 9 


13.3 


28.0 



WORK EXPf=RIENCE 2 -Con 

Not year-round, full-time to* 

Year-round, full- time 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 



Did not work 
Less than 1.00. . 
1.00 to 2 99 ... 
3.00 to 4.99 . . . 
5.00 or more 



Did not work to not year-tound. ful'-time. 

Les~ than 1.00 

1.00,*o2 99 

3.C0 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 

NUMBER OF WORKERS 

No change in number of workers 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5.00 or more 



None 

Less than 1 00 . 
1.00 to 2.99 ... 
3.00 to 4.99 . . . 
5.00 or mc,*. . 



One worker . 
Less than 1 .00 . 
1.00 to 2.99 . 
31') to 4^99 ... 
5 00 or more. . . 



Two workers . 
Less than 1 .00 . . 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 ... 
5.00 or more . . . 



Three workers or more . 

Less than 1 .00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4 99 

5.00 or more 



Change In number c' workers 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 , 

5.00 or more 



None In 1985, more tn 1986. 

Less than 1.00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5 00 or more 



One worker in 1985, more tn 1 986 . 

Less than 1 .00 

1.00 to 2.99 

3.00 to 4.99 

5 00 or more 



ERIC 
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Table *. Distribution of Percent Change in Income-to-Poverty Ratios: 1985-86— Con. 



Characteristic 



1 

Total 
(thous ) 


Declined 5 percent or more 


Change 
less 
than 
5 percent 


Increased 5 percent or more 


Total 


5 to 19 
percent 


20 

V/Ui 1 * 

Of more 


Total 


5 to 1 9 
percent 


20 

percent 

or rrOrA 


NUMBER OF WORKERS—Con. 


















iwq worKers in iyoo, more in 


















1986 


4,096 


10.1 


7 4 


10.7 


14.9 


67 1 


18.6 


48 4 


Less than 1.00 


















1.00 to 2.99 


1.683 


9.6 


3.4 


6.2 


21.4 


689 


11.9 


57.0 




1,434 


22.1 


8.9 


13.2 


12.5 


65.5 


26.6 


38.8 




978 


26 8 


12.1 


14.7 


7.1 


663 


18.4 


47.9 


Three workers or more in 1985, more in 


















1986 


1,890 


19.9 


4.3 


15.7 


23.0 


57.1 


31.5 


25.6 








- 


- 




• 


- 


- 




398 




• 


- 


3.0 


97.0 


344 


62 6 


3 00 to 4 99 


QAf\ 


23.1 


4.7 


18 5 


31 .7 


45.1 


31.1 


14.0 


5 00 or more 




29 0 


6.9 


22.3 


dd.o 


48.6 


30.1 


18.7 


One worker in 1985, none in 1986 


5,658 


71.2 


51.6 


19.6 


10.0 


18.8 


7.7 


11.1 




1,089 


68.0 


55.9 


12.1 


5.7 


26.3 


9.6 


16.7 


1 .00 to 2 99 


2,968 


73.0 


49 6 


23.5 


10.3 


16.7 


7 1 


9.5 


*3 ATI tn A QQ 


956 


71.7 


52.6 


19 1 


16 3 


12.0 


62 


59 




645 


67.6 


52.? 


15.2 


6 5 


26.0 


9.3 


16.7 


Two workers in 1 985, none in 1 986 . . 


13,109 


61.2 


38 6 


22.6 


13.3 


25 5 


13.6 


11.9 




326 


46.6 


46.6 






53.4 


12.0 


41.4 


1.00 to 2.99 


6,324 


57.1 


33.8 


23.4 


13.0 


29.9 


139 


16.0 




3,705 


61.8 


36.2 


25.6 


14.2 


23.9 


15 5 


85 




2,725 


71.5 


52.3 


19.2 


143 


14.2 


10.7 


3.6 


Three workers or more in 1985, less in 


















1986 


10,323 


46.2 


21 8 


24 4 


168 


37.0 


22.4 


14.6 


Less than 1.00 


124 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.00 to 2.99 


2,516 


41.9 


18.0 


23 9 


20.7 


37 4 


197 


17.7 




4,135 


50.6 


21.0 


29.6 


11.8 


37 6 


25.2 


12,4 




3,548 


43.5 


23.8 


19.6 


<>0.0 


36.5 


21.9 


14.7 



- Represents or rounds to zero. B Base less than 200,000. 
Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 
Restricted to persons, 18 years and over. 



4C 
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Table 5. Selected Characteristics of Persons by Ratio of Income-to-Pc-verty Level in 1985 
and 1986 



Ratio of income-to-poverty level in 1965 


Total 


Ratio of income'to-poverty level in 1986 


Number 


Percent 


Below 1 00 


1 CO or above 


Total 


Below 0 75 


0 75 to 0 99 


Total 


1.00 to 1 24 


1 25 or more 


SEX 


















All persons 


226,477 


1000 


103 


6' 


3 9 


89 7 


4 1 


656 


Betow 1.00 m 1985 


23£03 


1000 


76 2 


52 8 


23 4 


23 8 


103 


134 


Below ,75 in 1985 


15,154 


1000 


866 


726 


14 0 


13.4 


59 


75 


.75 to .99 in 198 1 


8,449 


1000 


57 5 


173 


40.2 


42 5 


184 


24.1 


1.00 or above m 1980 


202,874 


1000 


26 


10 


1 6 


97 4 


3< 


940 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 


11.166 


1000 


179 


43 


135 


82 i 


3M 


510 


1.25 or more in 1985 


191 708 


100 0 


1 8 


08 


1 0 


98.2 


1 8 


96 5 


Male 


108,954 


100.0 


90 


58 


32 


91 0 


3.8 


87 2 




9 841 


100 0 


74 6 


539 


206 


25 4 


11 1 


14 4 




6,421 


1000 


86.5 


722 


14.3 


135 


58 


7.7 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


3.420 


100 0 


52 3 


196 


32 6 


47.7 


209 


26 8 


1 00 or above in 1985 


99,1 13 


100.0 


2.5 


10 


1 5 


97 5 


3.1 


944 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 


4.989 


100 0 


183 


48 


134 


81.7 


267 


550 


1.25 or more in 1985 


94,124 


100 0 


1.7 


08 


09 


98 3 


1 8 


965 


Female 


1 1 7,523 


1000 


11 5 


70 


4 5 


885 


44 


841 


Below 1 00 in 1985 


13.762 


1000 


77 4 


520 


25 4 


22 6 


98 


12.8 


Below .75 in 1985 


8.733 


1000 


86 £ 


729 


139 


132 


59 


7.3 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


5,029 


100 0 


61 1 


157 


45 4 


38 9 


166 


22.3 


1 DO ahfU'A in 1 Q 


103,761 


100 0 


28 


10 


1 8 


97 2 


37 


93 5 


1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 


6,1 77 


100 0 


175 


39 


136 


82 5 


34 7 


47 8 


1.25 or more m 1985 


97,584 


100.0 


1.8 


08 


1 0 


98 2 


1.7 


964 


AGE 




















59,237 


1000 


17.1 


12 1 


5 0 


82 9 


4,5 


78 4 


Below 1.00 in 1985 


10,114 


1000 


809 


636 


«7 1 


19 1 


90 


101 


Below .75 m 1985 


7,243 


1000 


91.1 


800 


11.1 


89 


4 7 


4.2 


.75 to 99 in 1985 


2.870 


1000 


55 1 


2?0 


32 1 


44 9 


20 0 


24 9 


1 00 or above in 1985 .-- 


49.123 


1000 


39 


1 5 


25 


96 1 


35 


92 5 


1.00 to 1.24 m 1985 .-. 


3.595 


1000 


21 1 


46 


16.5 


78 8 


20.7 


581 


1.25 or more in 1985 


45,529 


1000 


26 


1 2 


1 4 


97 4 


2.2 


95 2 


Under 6 years __ 


18.123 


1000 


17 6 


12 3 


5 3 


82.4 


5 1 


77.3 




3,214 


1000 


78 6 


61 8 


16 8 


21 4 


96 


11.7 




2,273 


1000 


88 3 


78 2 


10 1 


11 7 


64 


54 


.75 to 99 tn 1985 


941 


1000 


55 4 


22 3 


33 0 


44.6 


17 5 


27 1 


i .00 or above in 1985 


14,910 


1000 


4 4 


16 


29 


956 


4 1 


91 4 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 


1.234 


1000 


180 


42 


13 8 


82 1 


22 4 


59.7 


1.25 or more in 1985 


13.675 


1000 


32 


1 3 


1 9 


968 


2.5 


943 


18 to 24 years 


25,673 


1000 


9.1 


60 


3 1 


909 


40 


869 


Below 1 00 in 1985 


2.699 


1000 


65 4 


47 7 


17 7 


34.6 


12.2 


22 4 


Below .75 in 1985 


1,877 


1000 


75 8 


61 4 


14 4 


24 2 


9 1 


15 1 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


822 


1000 


41 6 


165 


25 1 


58 4 


19 2 


39 2 




22,974 


1000 


25 


1 1 


1 4 


97 5 


30 


94 5 


1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 


1.180 


1000 


11 9 


53 


65 


88 1 


11 4 


769 


1.25 or more m 1985 


21.794 


1000 


20 


08 


1.1 


96 0 


2 5 


95 5 


25 to 44 years— - 


71,918 


1000 


7 9 


52 


2 8 


92 1 


28 


89 3 


Betow 1 00 in 1985 ...... 


5,828 


1000 


73 0 


529 


20 2 


27 0 


88 


182 


Below .75 in 1985 .-. 


3,750 


1000 


84 8 


70 1 


14 7 


152 


5 2 


100 


.75 to 99 in 1985 .-. .-. ..... 


2.078 


1000 


51 8 


21 7 


30 *. 


48 7 


15 2 


330 


1.00 or above m 1985 


66.090 


1000 


22 


09 


1 2 


97 8 


23 


95 5 


1.00 to 1.24 tn 1985 _-_ ... 


2.830 


1000 


176 


60 


11 6 


82 4 


25 2 


57 3 


1.25 or more in 1985 


63,260 


100 0 


1 5 


07 


08 


98 5 


1 3 


97 3 


45 to 64 years -_ _-_ 


4w.888 


100 0 


6 6 


36 


2 9 


93 4 


3 5 


899 


Below 1 00 m 1985 ....... 


2,677 


1000 


72 9 


45 7 


27 2 


27 1 


13 7 


134 


Below .75 in 1985 


1.645 


1000 


81 9 


62 7 


19 2 


18 1 


89 


92 


.75 to 99 in 1985 


1.032 


100 0 


58 6 


186 


40 0 


41 4 


21 3 


201 




41.21 1 


1000 


23 


09 


1 4 


97 7 


28 


94 9 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 


Mii 


1000 


19 7 


33 


16 4 


80 3 


39 3 


409 


1 25 or more in 1985 


39.799 


100 0 


1 6 


08 


0 8 


98 4 


1 6 


96 8 




25.761 


1000 


90 


1 6 


7 1 


91 0 


8 1 


83 0 




2,286 


100 0 


80 2 


164 


61 9 


198 


14 < 


56 


Below .75 in 1985 


639 


1000 


90 5 


62 1 


28 3 


95 


63 


33 


.75 to 99 in 1985 ______ 


1,647 


1000 


76 3 


1 5 


74 8 


23 7 


17 2 


66 




23.475 


1000 


20 


02 


1 8 


96 0 


/ 5 


905 


1 00 to 1 24 m 1985 - 


2.150 


1000 


14 8 


1 7 


13 1 


85 2 


61 7 


23 5 


1.25 or more m 1985 


21,326 


1000 


07 


01 


07 


99 3 


20 


97.2 


75 years and over . 


9655 


100 0 


11 1 


29 


8 2 


88 9 


10 7 


78 2 




1.099 


1000 


85 3 


228 


62 4 


14 7 


100 


4.7 


Botow .75 in 1985 


304 


1000 


93 1 


750 


18 1 


69 




69 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


795 


1000 


82 3 


30 


79 4 


17 7 


13 8 


39 




8,556 


1000 


1 6 


03 


1 3 


98 4 


10 8 


87 6 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 


1,084 


1000 


9 1 


07 


83 


91 0 


72 9 


180 


1 25 or more >n 1 985 


7,472 


1000 


05 


0? 


02 


99 5 


1 8 


7.7 


RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN 


















While 


192.194 


1000 


76 


43 


33 


92 4 


37 




Betow 1 00 in 1985 


14.849 


1000 


71 7 


45 3 


26 5 


28 3 


11,1 


171 


Below .75 in 1985 


8.687 


1000 


80 8 


642 


166 


19.2 


70 


121 


.75 to .99 m 1985 


6,162 


100 0 


589 


186 


40 3 


41 1 


16 9 


24 2 


1.00 or above w 1985 


177.345 


1000 


22 


09 


1 4 


97 8 


31 


94,7 


1.00 to 1.24 In 1985 


8,342 


1000 


178 


45 


133 


82.2 


32 5 


49.7 


1.25 or mere in 1985 


169.0C2 


1000 


1 4 


07 


03 


986 


1 6 


969 


3l«ck — 


26.954 


1000 


27 3 


193 


80 


72.7 


7.0 


65.7 


Betow 1.00 in 1985 


7.510 


1000 


83.5 


656 


179 


16 5 


96 


69 


Below .75 in 1S05 


C.574 


1000 


93 8 


834 


104 


62 


50 


12 


.75 io .99 m 1P85 .-. 


1.936 


1000 


536 


142 


39 5 


46 4 


22 8 


236 


1 00 or above in 1985 


19.444 


10C0 


56 


1 4 


42 


94.4 


60 


88.4 


1 00 to 1.24 In 1985 


2.296 


1000 


194 


35 


15.9 


806 


27.8 


52 7 




17,148 


1000 


3.7 


1.1 


26 


963 


30 


932 



e footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 5. Selected Characteristics of Persons by Ratio of Income-to-Poverty Level in 1985 
and 1986-Con. 



Ratio of income«to*povorty level in 1 985 


Total 


Ratio of income- to-poverty level in 1986 


Number 


Percent 


Below 1 00 


1 00 or above 


Total 


Below 0 75 


0 75 0 99 


Total 


1 00 to 1 24 


1.25 or more 


RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN-Con. 




















15 705 


1000 


23 9 


188 


5 1 


761 


82 


67 8 


DaLtmaj 1 IVI m* 10QC 


3,683 


100.0 


85.2 


70 5 


14.7 


148 


71 


7.7 




2,584 


1000 


89 8 


61 1 


87 


10.1 


4.1 


6.0 


7*^ trt QQ in 1 


1,099 


1000 


74 2 


45 5 


28 7 


25 8 


140 


11.7 




12.022 


1OC0 


5 2 


3 0 


2 2 


94 8 


8 6 


86 3 


1 OH tn 1 OA in 


1.631 


1000 


12 4 


3 6 


8 8 


87 5 




55 2 




10,391 


1000 


4 0 


2 8 


1 2 


96 0 


4 8 


91>1 


FHHPATinWAI ATTAINMENTS 




















167,240 


1000 


79 


44 


35 


92 1 


4.0 


66.1 


Below 1 00 in 1985 


13,490 


1000 


72 7 


44 6 


281 


27 3 


11 3 


16 0 


Below 75 in 1985 


7,911 


1000 


82 5 


65.9 


16.7 


175 


7.0 


10.5 


75 to 99 in 1 985 


5.579 


1000 


58 8 


144 


44 4 


41.2 


17 5 


23.7 


1 00 or abovo in 1985 


153.750 


1000 


2 2 


06 


1.4 


97 6 


33 


94.4 


1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 


7 571 


100 0 


16 3 


4.2 


12.1 


83 7 


360 


47.7 


1.25 or more in 1985 


146',179 


1000 


1.5 


0 7 


0 8 


96.5 


1 6 


969 




41,126 


1000 


18 1 


96 


63 


81 9 


8.6 


73.4 


Below 100 in 1985 


7.470 


1000 


79 8 


471 


32 7 


202 


10.4 


9.6 


Below 75 in 1885 


««,293 


100.0 


87 9 


71 7 


162 


12.1 


64 


5.7 


75 to 99 ir? 1985 


3.177 


1000 


68,7 


138 


54 9 


31 2 


15 8 


15.4 


1 00 or abovG in 1985 


33.657 


1000 


4 4 


1.5 


2 8 


95 6 


82 


87.5 


1 00 to 1 24 in 1965 


3.687 


1000 


18 6 


4 1 


14.5 


61.4 


42 9 


38.5 


1 25 or more in 1965 


29*970 


1000 


2,6 


1.2 


1*4 


97.4 


3 9 


93*5 




58.438 


1000 


6.5 


37 


26 


93 5 


3.8 


89.9 


Below 1 ,00 in 1 985 


3.820 


100.0 


67 2 


43 5 


23 7 


32 6 


14.0 


18.8 


Below 75 m 1995 


2,199 


1000 


83 0 


646 


185 


17.0 


79 


9.? 


75 to 99 in 1985 


1,621 


100.0 


45 7 


14 9 


30 7 


543 


22 3 


32.1 


1 00 or above m 1985 


54.619 


1000 


22 


09 


1.3 


97 8 


26 


94,9 


1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 


2.608 


1000 


11 5 


£.6 


8.7 


665 


32.7 


55.6 


1 25 or more in 1965 


52.010 


1000 


1.6 


06 


1 0 


98.2 


1 3 


96.9 


1 to 3 years of college-. 


38,337 


1000 


3.9 


22 


1 7 


96 1 


22 


93.9 


Below 1 00 in 1085 


1,608 


1000 


64.2 


41.4 


22 6 


35 9 


109 


24.9 


Below .75 in 1985 


1,068 


1000 


70 5 


532 


173 


29 5 


88 


20.3 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


540 


1000 


51 5 


180 


33 5 


48 5 


152 


33.3 


1 00 or above in 1985 


36,728 


1000 


1.3 


05 


07 


98 7 


1 6 


97 0 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 


842 


1000 


16.6 


61 


105 


83 4 


27 1 


563 


1.25 or more in 1985 


35,866 


1000 


09 


04 


05 


99 1 


1 2 


97.9 


4 or more years of college 


29,339 


1000 


1 7 


0 9 


0 8 


98 3 


0 7 


97 5 




591 


1000 


42 5 


28 3 


14 2 


Of 3 


6 9 


50 6 


Below ,75 in 1985 


350 


1000 


50 0 


40 6 


9,1 


50 3 


2 9 


47 4 


.75 to 99 in 1 985 


241 


1000 


31 5 


100 


21 6 


685 


12*9 


55*6 




28,748 


1000 


09 


04 


05 


99 1 


06 


985 


1,00 to 1 24 in 1985 


4?, 


1000 


25.1 


9.7 


154 


74 9 


152 


59 5 




28.M3 


1000 


05 


02 


03 


99 5 


04 


99.1 


REGION 




















45.921 


1000 


10 7 


65 


42 


89 3 


30 


683 


RaItmi 1 00 in 1085 


4.630 


1000 


80 4 


57 2 


23 2 


196 


8.4 


11.1 


Below 75 in 1985 


3.154 


1000 


89 6 


761 


135 


104 


46 


56 


75 to 99 in 1 985 


1.476 


1000 


60 6 


16.7 


44 1 


39 2 


16 5 


22.6 


1 00 or above in 1985 


41,291 


1000 


2.9 


0 8 


2 0 


97 1 


24 


94.7 


1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 


2 242 


1000 


14 0 




14 0 


86 0 


24.0 


62.0 


1 25 or more in 1985 


39.049 


1000 


2.2 


0 9 


1 3 


97 6 


1.2 


96.6 




60.957 


100.0 


86 


53 


35 


91 2 


3.1 


68.1 


Below 1 00 in 1985 


5.654 


1000 


74 0 


47.9 


26 1 


26 0 


101 


1->9 


Below 75 m 1985 


3,617 


1000 


83 3 


67 5 


158 


16 7 


61 


tt.6 


75 to 99 in 1985 


2.037 


1000 


57 4 


129 


44 5 


42.6 


13.7 


26.9 


1 00 or above in 1985 


55,303 


1000 


2.1 


0.9 


1 2 


97.9 


24 


95.5 


1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 


2.265 


1C00 


17.5 


78 


96 


62.4 


31.7 


50.7 


1 95 AT m/VA m 1QA5 


53.018 


1000 


1.4 


06 


06 


96 6 


12 


97.4 




76.437 


1000 


12 2 


79 


42 


87 8 


56 


62.2 


Below 1 00 in 1985 


9.720 


1000 


75 9 


55 0 


20 9 


24 1 


11.8 


12.3 




6.352 


HX)0 


87 5 


73 2 


14 2 


12 5 


57 


6.8 


,75 to ,99 in 1985 


3,368 


1000 


54.1 


205 


336 


45 9 


23.3 


22.7 




66.717 


1C00 


2.9 


1 1 


18 


97.1 


4.7 


92.4 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 


4.290 


1000 


16.9 


48 


141 


81.1 


36 5 


44.6 


1.25 or more in 1985 


62.426 


1000 


1.6 


08 


0.9 


96.2 


25 


95 7 


West 


43.163 


1000 


66 


51 


37 


91 2 


40 


87.2 




3,600 


1000 


75.1 


49 2 


25 9 


24 9 


93 


156 




2.033 


1000 


85 3 


74 3 


11 1 


14.7 


4.4 


10.3 


.75 to 99 in 1985 


1.567 


1000 


61.8 


167 


45 2 


38 2 


156 


22.6 




39.563 


1000 


2.7 


1.1 


1.7 


97.3 


3.5 


93.7 


1.00 to 1.24 In 1985 -. 


2.349 


1000 


200 


43 


157 


801 


27.3 


52.7 


1 25 or moro in 1985 


37.214 


1000 


1 7 


09 


06 


98 3 


20 


963 



See footno rs at end of table 



ERIC 



48 
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Table 5. 



Selecied Characteristics of Persons by Ratio of Income-to-Poverty Level in 1985 
and 1986-Con. 



n atio of incomo«to-poverty level in 1985 



TYPE OF RESIDENCE 

Inside metropolitan area . 
Bo low 1 00 in 1985 

Below 75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1 00 or above in 1985 

1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 



Inside central city .., 

Below 1 00 in 1935 

Below 75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985.... 
1 00 or above in 1985 . 
100 to 1.24 in 1985 
1 25 or more in 1985 . 

Outside central oty.. 
Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below .7 > in 1985 

.75 to 96 n 1985.... 
1 00 or above in 1985 . 

100 to l;?4in 1985.. 

1 25 or more in 1985 . 



Outside metropolitan area. 
Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

,75 to .99 in 1985 .......... 

1.00 or above tn 1985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

^.? c > or more in 1985 



MOBILITY STATUS BETWEEN 1985 
AND 1966 



Same house 

Below 1.00 in 1085 

Belov. .7& in 19oJ ... 

.75 to 99 in 1985.... 
1.00 or above in 1985 .. 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985.. 

1.25 or moro in 1985 . 



Different house ... 
Below 1.00 in :985 

Be'OW 75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1 00 or above in 1985 .„ 

1.00 to 1.24 tn 1985.. 

1 25 or more in 1985. 



Same State 

Below 1 00 m 1985.... 

Below .75 in 1985.... 

.75 to 99 in 1985.... 
1 00 or above in 1985 . 

1 00 to 1.24 in 1985.. 

1 25 or more in 1985 . 

Different State 

Below 1 00 in 1985.... 

Below 75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1 00 or above in 1985 . 

1 00 to 1.24 in 1985.. 

1.25 or more in 1985 . 



PROGRAM PARTICIPATION 



No change m participation . 
Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below 75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 



participated both years . 
Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 



DkJ not f 
Below 1.00 in 1985.. 

Below .75 in 1985.... 

.75 to .99 in 1965.... 
1.00 or above in 1985 . 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985.. 

1.25 or more tn 1985 . 



Change in participation . 
Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below ,75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1 *^~> in 1985..... 



Number 



1 70,756 
15,515 
9,877 
5,638 

155,240 
8,026 

147,215 

66,100 
9,380 
6,419 
2,962 

56,719 
3,854 

52.865 

1 04,656 
6,135 
3,459 
2,678 

98,521 
4,172 

94,349 

55,721 
8,088 
5,277 
2,811 

47,633 
3,140 

44,493 



171,326 
16,012 
10,169 
5,843 
155,314 
8,312 
147,001 

55,151 
7,591 
4,985 
2,606 

47,560 
2,854 

44,707 

38,637 
5,679 
3,800 
1,879 

32,958 
1,968 

30.991 

16,514 
1.912 
1,185 
727 
14,602 
886 
13,716 



216,960 
21,363 
14,182 
7,181 

195,597 
10,012 

185 585 

25.134 
14.976 
11,118 
3.858 
10,158 
3,372 
&786 

191,826 
6.386 
3.063 
3,323 

185.440 
6,640 

178.800 

9,517 
2,241 
973 
1.268 
7,277 
1.154 
6.123 



Percent 



1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
100.0 

100.0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 



100.0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
100.0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

100.0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 



1CO0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

100.0 
1000 
1000 
100 c 
100 0 
1000 
1000 

100 J 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 



Ratio of income-to-poverty level in 1986 



Below 1.00 



Total 



9.1 
76 2 
87 6 
56.3 

24 
16 5 

1.7 

138 
79.1 
87.2 
61 7 

3.1 
164 

2 1 

61 
71.7 
88.3 
503 

21 
16 6 

1 4 

13.9 
76 2 
84.9 
59.9 

33 
21 3 

21 



94 
78.5 
89 6 
59.1 

23 
178 

1 4 

13.1 
71.4 
805 
538 

38 
180 

28 

14.1 
74 4 
82.4 
58 2 

37 
203 

2.6 

10 f 

62.4 
74 5 
42.6 

4.0 
126 

34 



9.7 
788 
87 9 
607 

22 
175 

1 4 

59 0 
882 
92 4 
76.1 
159 
26.7 
105 

33 
566 
71.7 
42 8 

1.5 
128 

10 

230 
51 9 
600 
39/ 
14 1 
20.9 
12.8 



Below 0 75 



ERIC 



5.8 
53 7 
75 1 
162 
1.0 
46 
0.8 

98 
604 
78.2 
21 8 
1 4 
6.3 
1 0 

3.3 
43 4 
69 2 
10.1 
08 
3.1 
0.7 

82 
51.1 
680 
19.5 
0.9 
35 
0.7 



59 
543 
76 3 
160 
0.9 
4.0 
07 

80 
49 8 
65 2 
20.2 
1 3 
5.1 
1.1 

8.7 
51 0 
65 6 
21 0 
1 4 
5.1 
1.1 

64 
46 2 
63 5 
18 2 
1.2 
5 1 
1 0 



62 
55 1 
74.2 
17.4 
08 
46 
06 

41 3 

65.4 
800 
23 4 
58 
88 
53 

1 6 
31 1 

533 
106 
06 
3.4 
0.5 

11.3 
30.7 
49 2 
16 6 
54 
23 
60 



0 75 to 0 99 



33 
22 5 
125 
40 1 

1.4 
11 9 

08 

4 1 
107 

8.9 
^9.9 

1.7 
10.1 

1 0 

2.8 
28.3 
19.1 
40.3 

1 2 
136 

07 

58 
25 1 
169 
40 4 

25 
17.8 

1.4 



3,5 
24.2 
13.4 
43 1 

1 4 
138 

07 

5.1 
21.6 
153 
33.6 

24 
12.8 

1.8 

5,4 
23,4 
16.7 
37 1 

2.3 
152 

1 5 

4 3 
16 2 
11.1 
24.5 
2.7 
76 
24 



36 
23 6 
13 7 
43 2 

1 4 
130 

08 

177 

22 8 
124 
52.7 
10 1 
20.0 

52 

1.7 
25 6 
183 
322 
09 
9.4 
06 

11.7 
21.2 
18 8 

23 1 
8.7 

18 6 



1 00 or above 



) footnotes at end of tatfe 



69 

4.9 



Total 



909 
23 8 
124 
43 7 

97 6 
83 5 

98 3 

86 2 
20 9 
128 
38 3 
969 
83 6 
97.9 

93 9 
28 3 
11 7 
49 7 
97.9 
83.4 
98 6 

861 
23 8 
15.1 
40 1 
96.7 
78.7 
97 9 



906 
21.5 
10.4 

40 9 
97 7 
82 2 
986 

86 9 
286 
195 
46 2 

96 2 
820 

97 2 

85 9 
25 6 
17,6 

41 8 
963 
79 6 
97,4 

89.3 
37 6 
25 6 
57 4 
960 

87 4 
966 



903 
21 2 
12 1 
39 3 
97.8 
82.5 
98 6 

41 0 
11 8 

7.6 
23 9 
84.1 
73.3 
89 5 

96.7 
43 4 
20.3 
57 2 

98 5 
87 2 

99 0 

77 0 
48 0 
U0 
603 
85 9 
79.1 
87.2 



1 00 to 1 24 



36 
11 0 

.8 
184 

28 

31 2 
1 3 

4.5 
105 

7.6 
169 

35 
30 0 

1 6 

3.0 
116 

52 
199 

24 

32 3 
1 1 

3.7 
9.1 
42 

18 4 
52 

30 8 
34 



41 
110 

54 
20 6 

34 
35 9 

1 5 

42 
90 
67 

134 
35 

172 
2.6 

4 1 

94 

7.7 
129 

32 
202 

21 

4.5 
7.8 
37 

14.6 
4 1 

106 
37 



37 
93 
5 1 

174 
3.1 

30 6 
1.6 

11 4 

69 
5,1 
12.2 
181 
31,9 
11 3 

26 
148 

5.4 
23 4 

22 
30 0 

12 

14 3 
20 7 
168 
23 8 
123 
35 2 
80 



1.25 or more 



87.3 
128 
57 
25 3 
94.7 
52.3 
97.0 

81 6 
103 

5.3 
21.3 
93.4 
53.6 
963 

90.9 
168 
65 
29.7 
95.5 
51 0 
97 5 

80 3 
14.6 
10,8 
21.7 
91.5 
47 9 
94 6 



86 5 
10.5 
4.9 
203 
94 3 
46 3 
97.1 

82.7 
196 
127 
32.8 
92.8 
648 
946 

81.3 
162 
99 
28.9 
93 1 
59.5 
95.3 

848 
298 
21 8 
42.8 
92.0 
78.7 
92.9 



86 8 
120 
69 
21.9 
94,7 
51 9 
97 0 

29 5 
4.9 
.\5 
11 7 
660 
41.3 

78 2 

94,1 
23 6 
23.0 
33 8 
963 
57,2 
97.8 

62.7 
27.4 
154 
36 5 
7J6 
43 9 

79 2 



43 



Table 5. Selected Characteristics of Persons by Ratio of Income-to-Poverty Level in 1985 
and 1986-Con. 



Ratoo of income-to-poverty level in 1 985 


Total 


Ratw of income «to- poverty level in 1986 


Number 


Percent 


Below 1 00 


1 00 or above 


Total 


Below 0 75 


0.75 to 0.99 


Total 


1.00 to 1.24 


1 ?5 or more 


PROGRAM PARTICIPATION-Con 


















Partecipaiit to nonpartiopant 


5,570 


1000 


150 


43 


10 7 


85 0 


155 


69.5 




1,490 


1000 


38 2 


14 8 


23 4 


61 8 


28 1 


338 




5?7 


100.0 


60.1 


32 8 


175 


49.9 


28 7 


21 3 




963 


1000 


31 7 


50 


26 7 


683 


27 7 


40.7 


1 00 of above in 1985 


4 080 


100 0 


65 


04 


6 1 


93 5 


109 


82.5 






100 0 


20 5 


07 


19.7 


79.6 


24 4 


551 


1 25 or more in 1985 


3.23c 


100 0 


2.9 


03 


26 


971 


74 


89 7 




3,947 


100.0 


34.4 


21.3 


130 


65 7 


12.5 


532 




751 


1000 


79 2 


62 3 


170 


208 


6.1 


14 6 




446 


100 c 


89 0 


686 


20 4 


11 0 


22 


85 




„15 


1000 


64.9 


52 9 


12 1 


351 


11.8 


23 3 




3 19/ 


100 0 


23 8 


117 


12 1 


76 2 


140 


62<. 


1 00 tn 1 OA. in 1 Qft5 


310 


ioo o 


22 3 


65 


158 


77 7 


642 


13 5 




2,887 


100 0 


24 0 


123 


11 7 


760 


86 


67.4 


FAMILY SIZE 




















194 444 


100 0 


98 


6** 


34 


902 


36 


366 


Betow 1.00 in 1985 


19 361 




76 7 


567 


199 


23 3 


109 


12.4 


Below .75 in 1985 


13.032 


100 0 




74 3 


i 3 9 


11 A 

n o 


5 8 


6 0 




6.329 


100 0 


52 9 


206 


32 3 


47 1 


21 5 


25.6 


1.00 of above in 1985 


175.083 


1000 


2.4 


09 


1 5 


97 6 


28 


94.8 




8,453 


1000 


17.5 


3.9 


136 


82.5 


25.7 


567 


1.25 or more in 1 c 85 


166.630 


1000 


1 6 


07 


09 


98 4 


1 6 


968 


No change in family size 


1A1 AAA 


100 0 


92 


59 


33 


908 


33 


87.5 




15 527 


100 0 


77 2 


55 3 


21 8 


22 8 


11 2 


11.6 


Below .75 tn 1985 


10 269 


100 0 


8? 




15 7 




5 6 


4.7 


.75 to .99 (n 1985 


5 257 


100 0 




190 


33 9 


47.1 


22.2 


25.0 


1.00 of above in 1985 


145^17 


1000 




0.7 


1 3 


98 0 


25 


95 5 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 


6.865 


1000 


17 9 


39 


140 


82 1 


26 7 


55 4 


1.25 or more in 1985 


139.052 


1000 


1.2 


0.5 


07 


98 8 


1 Z 


97 5 


Two persons 


43 815 


100 0 


67 


35 


33 


93 2 


34 


89.* 






100 0 


74 6 


43 2 


31 4 


25 4 


12.6 


128 




1688 


100 0 


86 4 


60 7 


25 8 




10 0 


3 6 






100 0 


58 3 


192 


39 1 


41 7 


16 2 


25 5 


1.00 of above in 1985 


40^902 


1000 


1.9 


06 


1 3 


98.1 


27 


95 3 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 


1,428 


1000 


16 7 


37 


130 


833 


47 2 


36.1 


1.25 or more in 1935 


39,475 


100.0 


1 4 


05 


09 


986 


1 1 


97.5 




33 573 


100.0 


83 


58 


26 


91 7 


38 


87.8 


Below 1.00 m 1985 


3 'S7 


100 0 


74,0 


57 6 


164 


C60 


132 


12.9 


Below .75 m 1985 




100 0 


8? 7 


74 0 


8 8 


17.3 




Q Q 


.75 to .99 in 1985 .... 


986 


100 0 


547 


21 4 


33 3 


45 3 


260 


195 


1.00 Of above in 1985 


30,407 


100 0 


1 5 


04 


1 2 


98 5 


28 


95 6 




1.100 


100 0 


106 


08 


98 


89 4 


43 5 


45 9 




29,30* 


1000 


1 2 


03 


08 


98 8 


1 3 


97 5 




44,4Uo 


100 0 


78 


46 


32 


92.2 


1,5 


90.7 


Below 1.00 in 1985 


3,598 


100 0 


73 6 


500 


23 7 


26 4 


76 


188 




2,162 


100 0 


85 5 


69.5 


160 


14 5 


4 8 


9 7 


.75 to .99 in 1985 « 




100 0 


55 7 


206 


35 1 


44 2 


11.7 


32 5 




40'.809 


1000 


20 


06 


1 4 


98 0 


09 


97 0 


1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 .-. 


1,762 


100.0 


23 8 


4 8 


19 1 


76 2 


98 


€63 


1 25 or more in 1985 


39,047 


1000 


1 0 


04 


06 


99 0 


05 


98.4 




33,548 


100 0 


14 3 


103 


40 


85 7 


48 


80.9 


Below 1 00 in 1985 


5,850 


100 0 


82 4 


63 5 


189 


176 


11.8 


58 




4,239 


100.0 


96 6 


81 5 


150 


3 4 


3 4 




.75 to .99 in 1985 




100 0 


45.1 


160 


29 1 


549 


33 7 


21 2 




33798 


100.0 


25 


1 1 


1 4 


97 5 


36 


93.9 


1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 


2,574 


1000 


175 


4 7 


128 


82 5 


198 


62 7 




31,224 


1000 


1 3 


08 


05 


98 7 


23 


96.4 






100 0 


126 


88 


37 


87 4 


49 


82 5 


Betow 1 .00 In 1985 


3 834 


100 0 


74.5 


62 4 


122 


25 5 


95 


159 




2,762 


100 0 


83 0 


75 7 


7 3 


17 0 


6 2 


10 8 




1,072 


100 0 


52 8 


28 1 


24 7 


47 2 


183 


28.9 




29,166 


100.0 


4 4 


1 8 


26 


95 6 


43 


91 3 




1,588 


1000 


16 1 


4 0 


120 


83 9 


21 5 


62 5 




27,578 


1000 


3 7 


1 7 


2 1 


963 


33 


92 9 


Two persons in 1985, more in 1986 


_ 

4,322 


_ 

100 0 


55 


23 


32 


94 o 


38 


90.7 


Betow 1 00 In 1985 


348 


100 0 


47 4 


29 0 


18 4 


52 9 


18.7 


33.9 


Betow .75 in 1985 .-. 


224 


100 0 


64 3 


36 2 


28 6 


35 7 


11 2 


24 6 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


1*5 


(B) 


(B) 
1 9 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(0) 


(B) 




3,973 


1000 




19 


981 


2.5 


95 6 




162 


(B) 


(0) 


(J) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.25 or more in 1985 


3,811 


1000 


1.9 




t 9 


331 


22 


95 9 


Three persons in 1985, more in 1986 


5,038 


1000 


80 


49 


31 


92 0 


49 


871 




366 


1000 


77.0 


60.7 


164 


23 0 


77 


15 3 




221 


1000 


1000 


86 9 


136 










145 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B> 


(B) 


(B) 




4,672 


1000 


2.6 


0,5 


2 1 


97 4 


47 


92.7 




192 


(B) 


(8) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1,25 or more in 1985 


4,480 


1000 


2 1 


06 


1 5 


97 9 


22 


95.7 


Four persons in 1985, more in 1986 


3,482 


1000 


168 


84 


84 


83 2 


72 


78.1 


Betow 1.0C in 1985 


505 


1000 


800 


49 5 


30 5 


200 


125 


75 


Betow .75 in 1985 


309 


1000 


76.1 


508 


25 2 


24 3 


120 


12.3 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


196 


(0) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




2,957 


1000 


60 


1 4 


4o 


94 0 


63 


87 8 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 


245 


1000 


1:.7 




1*7 


869 


196 


87 8 




2,713 


1000 


t>3 


1 5 


39 


94 6 


50 


89 6 



See toot notes at end of table. 
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Table 5. Selected Characteristics of Persona by Ratio of Income-to-Poverty Level in 1985 
and 1986 -Con. 



Ratio of income-to-poverty level in 1 985 



FAMILY SIZE-Con. 



Five persons or more in 1985, more in 1986 
Betow 1 00 in 1995 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1 00 or fbovo in 1985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more »n 1985 

Three persons in 1985, two persons in 1986 
CAow 1 00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 "" 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985..... ~ 

1.25 of more in 1985 

Four persons in 1965, less in 1986 , 

Below 1.00 In 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 .... 

1.00 to 1 .24 in 1985 ". 

1.25 or more in 1985... 

Five persons or more in 1995, less In 1086 .. 
Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 '.' 

.75 to ,99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 "" 

1.25 or more \i 1985 



FAMILY STATUS 



Total 



No change in famly status . 
Betow 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1 0C or above in 1985 

^.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 



Farruty member entire penod . 
Betow 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1 00 or above in 1905 .-. 

1.00 to 1 24 in ',$65 

1.25 or more In 1985 

Mamed-couple famtty 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1 00 o* above in 1985 

1 00 to 1.24 in 19«5 

1 25 or mora in 1985 

Other family type 

Betow 1 00 in 19es 

Beiow .75 m 1985 

75 to .99 in 1985 

100 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1 25 or more in 1935 



Unrelated hdtvidual entire penod . 
Betow 1.00 in 1985 

Betow .75 In 1985 

.75 to .C9 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to '24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 



Change in family status . 
Below 1.00 in 1985 

Betow .75 in 1985........ 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above In 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

From mamed coupW to: 

Other family type 

Below 1 00 in 1985....... 

Beiow .75 in 1985 

,75 to .99 In 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 .... 

1.00 io 1.24 in 1935 

1 25 or more In 1985 .. .. 



Unrelated Individual 

Betow 1.00 in 1985.— 
Below .75 in 1985.. . 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 . 
LCD to 1 24 in 1985.. 
Q more in 1935 . 



Number 



ERIC 



3,188 

1.054 
892 
161 

2,135 
339 

1,795 

3,078 
196 
52 
143 

2,382 
137 

2,745 

5,127 
206 
144 
62 
4,921 
96 
4,825 

3,785 

1,159 
919 
241 

7,626 
418 

7,208 



214,698 
22,121 
14,215 
7,906 

192,577 
10,607 

181,970 

189,668 
18,437 
12,397 
6,039 
171,432 
8.272 
183,160 

159,687 
8,757 
5.055 
3./03 

150,930 
5,760 

145.170 

30,182 
9,679 
7,343 
^337 

20,502 
2,512 

17,990 j 

24,830 
3,684 
1.818 
1,867 

21,145 
2,335 

18.811 

11,779 
1,482 
939 
543 

:0,297 
559 

9,738 

2,711 
470 
292 
178 

2,241 
28 

2,212 

2,599 
111 
65 
45 

2,489 
77 

2,412 



Percont 



1000 
1000 
1000 
(B) 
100.0 
1000 
1000 

1000 
(B) 
<B) 
(8) 

1000 
(B) 

1000 

1000 

1000 
(B) 
(B) 

100 0 
(B) 

100.0 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 



1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
10C0 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1C0 0 
1000 
,000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

10? 0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

100 0 i 
1000 
1000 

(B) 
1000 

(B) 
100.0 

1000 
<B) 
<B) 
(B) 

1000 
(B) 

1000 



Ratio of income •to-poverty level in 1986 



Below 1.00 



26 3 
75 0 
82 3 
<B) 
22 

26 

95 
(B) 
(B) 
<B) 
59 
(B) 
4.6 

64 
82 0 
(B) 
<B) 
33 
(B) 
2.7 

16 7 
79 6 
84 5 
61 0 

7.1 
29 9 

58 



102 

78 0 
88 5 
50 0 

24 
I7.3 
1 5 

9.6 
77 7 
89.4 
53 6 

23 
176 

1.5 

58 
73 0 
87 0 
53 0 

1 9 
177 

1 2 

29 8 

81 9 
907 
545 

51 
17.4 
34 

146 

79 5 

82 6 
76 5 

33 
16.1 
1 8 

12 8 
49 9 
57 9 
36 i 

74 
28 3 

62 

24 7 
71 7 
1000 

(B) 
14 8 

(B) 
UC 

120 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
90 
(B) 
72 



Below 0.75 



24 5 
69.6 
32 3 
(B) 
22 

26 

55 
(B) 
(8) 
<B) 
32 
(B) 
2.6 

58 
82 0 
(B) 
(B) 
26 
(B) 
2 1 

11 8 

72 3 
81 2 
38 2 
26 
31 
25 



63 
538 

74 6 
16 5 

08 
3.7 
07 

63 
57 2 

75 5 
197 

08 
37 
06 

33 
47 2 
661 
21 4 
07 
46 
06 

221 
663 
81 9 
169 
1 3 
1.7 
1 3 

66 
36 7 
682 
60 
1.4 
36 
1.1 

81 
38.1 
431 
29 5 

38 
159 

3 1 

19 1 
71 7 
1000 
(B) 
81 
(B) 
72 

60 
<B) 
(B) 
(B) 
45 
<B) 
40 



0 75 to 0 99 



(B) 



4.0 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
26 
(B) 
20 



(B 
(B) 
07 
(b) 
07 

49 
73 
34 

22 8 
45 

26 6 
32 



3.9 
24.2 
K.O 
42 5 

1 5 
136 

08 

3.3 

20 4 
13 9 
33 9 

1 5 
139 
0,9 

2.5 
25.7 

21 5 
31 6 

1 2 

13 1 
07 

76 
157 

87 
37 5 

38 
158 

2 1 

80 
42 8 

14 4 
70 4 

2.0 
125 
0.7 

47 
11 8 

14.8 
66 
37 

125 
32 



(B) 

67 
(B) 

60 

60 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

4.5 
<B) 
3.2 



1 00 cr above 



73 7 
24.9 
177 
(B) 
97 8 
1000 
97.4 

905 
(B) 
<B) 
(B) 

94 1 
(B) 

95 4 

93 6 

180 
<B) 
(B) 

967 
<B) 

97 3 

83 3 
20 4 
15 5 
39 0 
92 9 
701 
94.2 



89 8 
22 0 
11 5 
41 0 

97 6 
82 
98.5 

904 
22.3 
106 

46 4 
97.7 
82 4 

98 5 

94 2 
27 0 
12.4 

47 0 

93 1 
82.3 
98 8 

70 2 
18 1 

93 
45 5 

94 9 

82 6 
966 

85 4 
20.5 
174 
23 5 
9S7 

83 8 
98 2 

87 2 
501 
42 2 
63.7 
92 6 

71 7 
93.7 

754 

233 

18) 
85 2 

(B) 
880 

880 

(B) 

<B) 

(B) 
91.0 

(B) 
92 8 



1 00 to 1 24 



43 
64 
75 
(B) 
34 
80 
2.5 

46 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
36 
(B) 
38 

32 

(B) 
(B) 
34 
(B) 
29 

58 
89 
46 

25 3 
5.4 

24 4 
43 



40 
100 

52 
185 

33 
32 5 

1 6 

3.4 
10.2 

50 
21 1 

27 
26 3 

1 5 

28 
11 1 

30 
22.1 

24 
26 9 

1.4 

64 
95 
63 

19 5 
50 

24 9 
2.2 

8 

86 

69 
102 

83 
543 

26 

65 
159 
159 
160 
52 
52 
52 

104 
185 



<B) 
87 
(B) 
88 

2.7 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
2.9 
(B) 
2.9 



footnotes a*. end of table 
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1 25 or more 



185 

10.2 
(B) 
94.4 

92 3 
94 9 

85 9 
(B) 
<B) 
(B) 

906 
<B) 

91 7 

S0.3 
18.0 
<B) 
(B) 

93 4 
<B) 

944 

77.5 
11 5 
109 
137 
87.5 
45 7 
900 



85 9 
12.1 
63 
22.5 
94.3 
502 
96.9 

37 0 
12.1 
5.6 

25 3 
95.1 
56 1 
97 0 

91.4 
159 
9.4 
24 9 
95 8 
55 3 
97 4 

638 
86 
3.1 
26.1 
89.9 
57.7 
94.4 

77 0 
11 9 
10 5 

13.3 
88.4 
29.6 
95 7 

80.7 
34 1 

26 2 
47 7 
87.4 
66 4 
88.6 

649 
98 

(B^ 
76.5 

<B) 
77.2 

85.3 

(B) 

(B) 

(B) 
88 1 

(B) 
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Table 5. Selected Characteristics of Persons by Ratio of Income-to-Poverty Level in 1985 

and 1986-Con. 



Ratio of income-to-poverty level in 1985 



Ratio of income-to-poverty level in 1 986 



Number 


Percent 


Below 1 00 


1 00 or above 


Total 


Below 0 75 


n tc *«% n on 

u fz) to u yy 


Total 


1 W 10 1 c4 


1 25 o* more 


1,932 


100.0 


102 


5.1 


51 


89.9 


9.9 


79 9 


454 


1000 


407 


21 8 


189 


59 3 


300 


29 3 


3^2 


1000 


34 8 


96 


251 


65 2 


39 8 


25 4 


112 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


IB) 


<B) 


1,478 


1000 


0 8 




0 8 


99 3 


3 8 


95 4 


162 


(B) 


/R\ 

\P) 




rat 
1°) 


IO.\ 


/R\ 


rat 


1,316 


1000 


0 9 




0 9 


99 2 


4 3 


94 8 


1,500 


1000 


120 


7 1 


49 


88.0 


11 7 


763 


69 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


22 


(B) 


<B) 


<Sl 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


48 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1,431 


1000 


100 


6 6 


3 4 


90 0 


12 3 


77.7 


97 


(8) 


tax 


1°) 


iP\ 

l°J 


IO.\ 


/R\ 


rat 


1,334 


1000 


O O 


3.4 


2 2 


94 5 


13 1 


82.3 


2,222 
198 


1000 


1 8 


1 0 


09 


98 2 


23 


95.9 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


122 


<B) 


(B) 


<B> 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


76 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


2,024 


100 0 


1 0 




1 0 


99 1 


1j8 


97.2 


126 


(B) 


(B) 


MM 

(S) 


(B) 


(B) 


/R\ 


(B) 


1,698 


100.0 






1.1 


99.0 




97 9 


814 


1000 


134 


64 


70 


866 


_ 


86 6 


160 


(B) 


<B) 


(3) 


(3) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


96 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<e^ 


(B) 


(B) 


84 


<B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


634 


100 0 


58 




56 


94.2 




942 


69 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(&) 


(B) 


565 


1000 


3.7 




37 


963 




963 


4,099 


1000 


120 


64 


56 


680 


60 


82.0 


160 


(B) 


(R\ 
\°t 




tRi 


tRi 


tRi 


tR\ 


87 


(B) 


tRi 


tRi 


fBl 




tRi 


tRi 


93 


(B) 


IR\ 
\0) 


tRi 


fBl 




tRi 


IRS 


3,919 


1000 


9 4 


5 3 


4.1 


90 6 


63 


84.3 


174 


(B) 




tRi 


tSA 
\°) 


tRi 


tRi 


tRi 


3,746 


100.0 


66 


3 7 


2 8 


93 4 


6 2 


87 2 


3,036 


1000 


49 


2.4 


25 


95.1 


1 6 


93 4 


378 


1000 


24.9 


19.6 


5 3 


75 1 


3 7 


71.4 


218 


100 0 


37 2 


28 0 


9.2 


62.0 


6 4 


569 


160 


(B) 






t&i 


tRi 


tRi 


tRi 


2.658 


100 0 


2 1 




2 1 


97 9 


1 4 


96 5 


195 


(B) 




(HI 


tRi 


tRi 


ts\ 


tRi 


2.433 


1000 


1 6 




1 6 


98 4 


0.9 


97 5 


167,240 


1000 


79 


4 4 


3 5 


92 1 


40 


88.1 


13.490 


100.0 


72.7 


44 6 


28.1 


27.3 


11 3 


160 


7.911 


1000 


82.5 


65.9 


16.7 


17 5 


70 


10.5 


5.579 


1000 


588 


14 4 


44 4 


41 2 


17.5 


23 7 


153,750 


100 0 


22 


0 8 


1 4 


97 8 


3 3 


94 4 


7,571 


1000 


163 


4 2 


12 1 


83 7 


36 0 


47 7 


146,179 


1000 


1 5 


0 7 


08 


98 5 


1 6 


96 9 


160,456 


1000 


7.9 


4.4 


35 


92.1 


40 


88.1 


12.823 


1000 


739 


45 3 


20 6 


26 1 


11.1 


150 


7,489 


1000 


639 


67 2 


167 


16 1 


6 5 


96 


5,334 


1000 


59 9 


14.5 


45 4 


40 1 


176 


22 5 


147,633 


100 0 


2 1 


0 8 


1 3 


97.9 


34 


94.5 


7.219 


100C 


15 7 


3 9 


1 1 9 


84° 


37 6 


46.7 


140,415 


100.0 


1 4 


0 6 


08 


98 b 


1 6 


96 9 


101.007 


1000 


46 


2 3 


23 


°5 • 


27 


92.7 


4,492 


1000 


683 


39 8 


28 5 


31 7 


13 2 


18 5 


2,421 


1000 


807 


561 


24.7 


19.3 


62 


13.1 


2.071 


1000 


53 8 


20 8 


33.1 


4C2 


21 4 


24 7 


96,516 


100.0 


1 7 


0 6 


1 1 


98 3 


22 


96 1 


3.160 


1000 


164 


4.0 


12 4 


83 6 


31 8 


51 8 


93,356 


1000 


1 2 


0 5 


0 7 


98 8 


1.2 


97.6 


11.7C3 


1000 


164 


4.8 


11.6 


83.6 


118 


71.9 


1,892 


1000 


850 


27 0 


53 0 


150 


85 


86 


661 


1000 


90 2 


67 8 




98 


68 


3 0 


1,231 


1000 


823 


5^1 


77 2 


17 7 


93 


84 


9,896 


1000 


32 


05 


27 


96 8 12.4 


84.4 


1/70 


1000 


128 


1 1 


11 5 


87.4 


64 1 


23.3 


8.426 


1000 


1 8 


04 


1 2 


98.4 


34 


95 0 


167,240 


1000 


79 


4.4 


35 


92 1 


40 


88.1 


13.490 


100.0 


72.7 


44 6 


281 


27 3 


113 


160 


7.911 


1000 


82 5 


65 9 


167 


17.5 


70 


10 5 


5.579 


1000 


588 


14 4 


44 4 


41 2 


175 


23.7 


153,750 


1000 


22 


08 


1.4 


97 8 


33 


94 4 


7.571 


1000 


163 


4.2 


12.1 


83.7 


36 0 


47.7 


148.179 


1000 


1.5 


0.7 


08 


98 5 


1 6 


96 9 


2.720 


1000 


33 6 


24 5 


9.1 


66.4 


93 


57.1 


990 


1000 


798 


82 3 


17.4 


20.3 


123 


80 


673 


100.0 


874 


81 7 


55 


12.6 


7 1 


5.5 


318 


1000 


635 


21.1 


42.5 


36 2 


23 3 


13 2 


1.730 


1000 


7.2 


2.8 


43 


92 8 


7.6 


85 3 


294 


1ono 


286 


10.2 


184 


71.4 


37 1 


34.4 


t,435 


1U00 


2.8 


1.3 


1 5 


'7 2 


1 5 


95.7 



FAMILY STATUS-Con. 

From other family typo to 

Mamed-couDle 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 m 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 , 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Unrelated Individual 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Bolow.75 In 1885 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

From unrelated «ndrviduaJ to- 

Married-couple 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 19o5 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or abovo in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Other family type 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1P85 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Family member to unrelated individual, total. 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Bekm .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1 .00 or above in 1 985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Unrelated individual to family member, total . 
Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above tn 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 19T" 

1.25 or more in 1i 

MARITAL STATUS 2 



Both Saxes 

Total.... 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1 25 or more in 1985 

No change in mantal status 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more In 1985 

Married 

Beiow 1.00 m 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 tn 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Widowed 

Below 1.00 in 1985...-. 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1 25 or more in 1985 

Divorced 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985. 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Separated 

Below 1.00 in 1^85 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

O* 00 to 1.24 in 1985 
!5 or more in 1985 

ERIC 

See footnotes at ond of table. 
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46 



Table 5. Selected Characteristics of Persons by Ratio of Income-to-Poverty Levei in 1985 
and 1986-Con, 



Ratio of income to-poverty levol m 1985 



MARITAL STATUS 2 -Con. 



Both Sexes -Con. 



Never mamed 

Below 1 00 in 1985....... 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 .... 
1.00 to 1 24 in 1985..... 
1.25 or more in 1985 

Change in mantal status .... 
Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985.... 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 .... 

Marital status in 1985: 

Married , 

Below 1 00 in 1985.. 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 . 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Widowed 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in "iS35 

1 00 or above in 1985 

1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 •_. 

Divorced 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 tn 1985 

1.25 or more m 1985 

Separated 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more m 1985 

Never mamed 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below .7t> in 1985.- 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1 00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or mom in 1985 

Mantal status in 1986. 

Married 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Widowed 

Below 1.00 m 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 , 

.75 to .99 m 1985 

1 00 or above in 1985 , 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 , 

1 25 or more in 1985 , 



Number 



Divorced 

Below 1.00 in 1985.... 

Below ./5 in 1985 

.75 to 99 In 1985.... 
1.00 or sbove in 1995. 

1.00 to 124 in 1985.. 

1.25 or more in 1985 . 

Separated 

Below 1.00 in 1985.... 

Below .75 in 1985.. . 

JC *0 .99 in 1985.... 
1.00 or above m 1985 . 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985.. 

1.25 or more m 1985. 



Percent 



Ratio of income-to-poverty level in 1986 



Belcw 1 00 



Total Below 0 75 0 75 to 0.99 



34.052 


1000 


3,646 


1000 


2.588 


1000 


1.058 


1000 


30,406 


1000 


1,501 


1000 


28,905 


1000 


6,784 


1000 


667 


1000 


422 


1000 


245 


1000 


6,117 


1000 


353 


100.0 


5,764 


1000 


2.177 


1000 


207 


1000 


116 


(B) 


91 


(B) 


1,970 


1000 


99 


(B) 


1,871 


1000 


100 


(B) 


19 


(B) 




(B) 


19 


(B) 


81 


(Bl 


18 


(B) 


63 


(B) 


966 


1000 


77 


(B) 


48 


(B) 


29 


(B) 


889 


1000 


33 


(B) 


856 


1000 


1 1 S0 


1000 


217 


1000 


135 


(B) 


63 


(B) 


963 


1000 


41 


(B) 


922 


100.0 


2,361 


1000 


146 


(B) 


124 


(B) 


23 


(B) 


2,215 


1000 


162 


(B) 


2.053 


1000 


3,644 


1000 


295 


1000 


194 


(B) 


10* 


<B) 


3,34 J 


100.0 


2; 5 


1000 


3,1 JA 


100.0 


611 


1000 


82 


IB) 


10 


(B) 


72 


(e) 


529 


100.0 


43 


<B) 


*8w 


100 0 


1,046 


1000 


156 


(B) 


103 


(B) 


52 


(0) 


1,390 


1000 


58 


vB) 


1,332 


100 0 


932 


1000 


134 


(B) 


115 


(B) 


19 


(S) 


848 


1000 


26 


(B) 


823 


100.0 



9.4 


64 


69.5 


50fi 


80.8 


67.3 


41 9 


10 5 


2.1 


1 1 


12.2 


4 S 


16 


09 


89 


4 8 


49.8 


31 3 


583 


42 4 


35.1 


12.2 


45 


1.9 


27 8 


105 


3.1 


10 


13.7 


80 


70 0 


440 


(B) 


fHI 


(B) 


(B) 


7.8 


43 




(B) 


4.9 


29 


(B) 


fBi 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


fBi 


(B) 


\°t 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1 7 


09 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(Bl 


(B) 


(b) 


12.4 


7.1 


47.0 


28 6 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


ia\ 
\P) 


4 5 


23 


<B) 


(B) 


47 


2.4 


5 7 


24 


(B) 




(B) 




fBi 


(RS 


3 4 


04 


(3) 


(B) 


2.0 




4.5 


1.4 


25.4 


146 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


26 


03 


156 


40 


1 7 




15.4 


62 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


: e 


32 


(B) 


<B) 


16 


1.6 


11 7 


79 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(S> 


(B) 


57 


40 


(B) 


(B) 


53 


3.6 


170 


114 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


65 


38 


(B) 


(B) 


53 


2.4 



1 00 or above 



Total 1 00 to 1 24 1 25 or more 



29 
187 
134 
31 4 
1.0 
7.7 
0.7 

4 2 
184 

159 

22.9 
2.6 

17.3 
1.7 

5.7 
26 1 
(B) 
(B) 
36 
(B) 
1 9 

(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

0.8 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

(b] 



53 
18.4 
(B) 
(B) 
23 
(B) 
24 

33 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
3.1 
(B) 
20 



3.0 
10.8 
(B) 
(B) 
2.4 
11 6 
1.7 

92 

$ 

n 

<B) 

39 
<B> 

!S! 
SS 

S B 7 } 

5.6 
(B) 
(B) 
(3) 
27 
(3) 
2.8 



90.6 


4.1 


865 


30 5 


122 


183 


19,2 


80 


11 2 


58 1 


22.5 


35 6 


97 9 


32 


94.7 


87 8 


22 3 


65 6 


98.4 


2.2 


96 2 


91.1 


36 


87.5 


50 2 


153 


34.9 


41 7 


159 


25.8 


04 9 


14 3 


50 6 


95.5 


2.3 


93.2 


72.2 


4 5 


67 7 


97.0 


2 2 


94 8 


oo 2. 


4 3 


01 9 




130 


16.9 


(B) 


(S) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


92.2 


1 


88 8 


(B) 




(B) 


95 1 




31.6 


(B) 


\») 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


fBi 


fRl 


98 2 


62 


92.1 


(B) 


(B) 


in! 


(B) 


(B) 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1000 


42 


95.8 


/n\ 


(B) 


(B) 


1000 


2 5 


97 5 


87.6 


33 


84.3 


53 0 


13 4 


39.6 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


95.4 


1 1 


94.4 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


952 


1 2 


94.1 


94.3 


22 


92.2 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


96 6 


1 2 


95 3 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


98 0 


1.3 


96 7 


956 


33 


92.2 


74 6 


193 


55 3 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


97 4 


1 9 


95 5 


84 4 


7 1 


77.8 


983 


1 5 


968 


846 


69 


77.7 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


902 


43 


85 8 


(B) 


(B) 


(9) 


98 1 


47 


93 4 


883 


30 


85 3 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<P> 


(B) 


(B> 


(B) 


94 4 


20 


92 4 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


94.7 


21 


92.6 


83 0 


35 


79 4 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


93 5 


31 


904 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


94 7 I 


32 


91 5 



Soe footnotes at end of table 



ERIC 
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Table 5. Selected Characteristics of Persons by Ratio of Income-to-Poverty Level in 1985 

and 1986-Con. 



Hauo 0* income* to- poveny level in 1 965 


Total 




Ratio of income-to-pOverty level in 19 


86 




Number 


Percent 


Below 1 00 


1 00 or above 


Total 


Below 0 75 


0 75 to 0 99 


Total 


1 00 to 1 24 




MARITAL STATUS^Con. 


















Males. 18 Years and Over 




















78,733 


100.0 


59 


34 


26 


94.1 


34 


907 




4,605 


100 0 


67 7 


42 2 


25 5 


32 3 


126 


197 


Below 75 in 1985 


2.745 


100 0 


79 3 


59.7 


196 


20 7 


7 1 


136 


75 to 99 in 1985 


1,860 


100.0 


506 


163 


34 2 


49 4 


20.7 


28 8 


1.00 or above «n 1985 


74.128 


1000 


2.1 


09 


1 1 


97.9 


2 8 


95 1 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 


3.066 


1000 


172 


6 1 


11.1 


82 8 


30 4 


52.4 


1.25 or more m 1985 


71,062 


100 0 


1.4 


07 


0.7 


98 6 


1 6 


97.0 


No change in mant~' status 


75,584 


100 0 


59 


34 


25 


94 1 


35 


906 




4,448 


100.0 


684 


42.6 


25 7 


31 6 


12.8 


166 


Below 75 in 1985 


2.641 


100 0 


79 9 


60 4 


196 


20.0 


7 3 


12.7 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


1,808 


100 0 


51 5 


166 


34.7 


48 5 


20 8 


27.7 




71.136 


1000 


2.0 


0.9 


1.1 


96 0 


29 


95 j 


100 to 1 24 in 1985 


2.952 


1000 


17 1 


6 1 


11 0 


82.9 


31 1 


51 8 


1.25 or more m 1885 


68,184 


1000 


1 4 


0 7 


0.7 


986 


1 6 


97.0 


Mamed 


50.965 


100.0 


46 


2.2 


23 


95 4 


2.7 


92.7 


Below 1 00 in 1985 


2,250 


100 0 


676 


38 5 


29.1 


32.4 


14 1 


184 




1,133 


■ 00 c 


79.5 




25 0 


20 4 


63 


13.7 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


1,054 


100 0 


539 


21 3 


326 


46.1 


22 4 


23.7 


1.00 or above in 1985 


48.716 


1000 


1 6 


06 


1.1 


98 4 


22 


96! 1 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 


1,647 


1000 


16.1 


3 9 


12 2 


83 9 


31 6 


52.3 


1 25 or more in 1985 


47.069 


1000 


1 1 


05 


07 


96.9 


1 2 


QJJ 




1.367 


100.0 


9.7 


2.9 


67 


903 


7.8 


62.6 


Betow 1.00 in 1985 _-. 


114 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(8) 


<B) 


Below .75 in 1985 


48 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




(B) 


.75 to 99 in 1985 


66 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Ib! 


\B) 


1 00 or above in 1985 


1,253 


1000 


3.1 




3 1 


96.9 


7.7 


89 1 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 


118 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


IB\ 


1.25 or more in 1985 


1,134 


1000 








1000 


32 


968 




4,064 


100 0 


122 


9.9 


23 


87.8 


55 


82.3 


Below 1.00 in 1985 


421 


100.0 


73 2 


66.0 


69 


27.1 


45 


22 6 


Below .75 In 1985 


276 


100 0 


89 9 


88 9 




9.8 


3 3 


69 


75 to 99 in 1985 


146 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


IB) 


iB) 


IB\ 


(B\ 


1 00 or above in 1985 


3,642 


100,0 


5.1 


3.4 


1 7 


94.9 


57 


89.2 


100 to 1 24 in 1985 


254 


100 0 


146 


106 


39 


85 4 


46 9 


386 


1.25 or more m 1985 


3,388 


100 y 


44 


2 9 


1 5 


95 6 


26 


93.0 


Separated 


827 


ToO.O 


215 


170 


45 


78.5 


83 


701 


Below 1 00 in 1985 


157 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


Below .75 in 1985 


92 


(B) 


(B) 


• B) 


<B) 


(B) 




(8) 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


65 


(B) 




(B) 


ts\ 

\ a i 


t&\ 
\°i 


8 




1 00 or above in 1985 


670 


1000 


72 


5 8 


1.3 


92 8 


7 8 


85.1 


1.00 k "« -n 1985 


103 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


l 25 0fmofw 


566 


1000 


1 6 


1 6 




98 4 


2 1 


96.3 




1 8,362 


100 0 


74 


4.6 


29 


92 6 


44 


882 


Below 1.00 in 1985 


1,506 


100 0 


660 


40 6 


253 


34 1 


13.7 


203 




1,029 


100 0 


771 


56 9 


20 2 


22 9 


92 


13 6 


75 to 99 in 1985 


477 


100 0 


42 1 


5.9 


363 


57 9 


23.7 


34.4 


1 00 or above in 1985 


1 6.855 


100 0 


22 


3 


09 


07 8 


36 


94 2 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 


829 


1000 


150 


6 9 


8.1 


84 9 


21 5 


83.4 


1.25 or more m 1985 


16.027 


100.0 


1.5 


1 1 


05 


98 5 


26 


8r 8 


Change in mattal status 


3.148 


100 0 


52 


22 


30 


94 8 


1.7 


93.2 


Below 1 00 in 1985 


157 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(6) 


Bekw 75 in 1985 


104 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


.75 to .99 in 1985 -.. 


52 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


\ B l 


(B) 




2,992 


100 0 


29 


0.8 


2 1 


97 1 




95 q 


1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 


114 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(BJ 


(B) 


(B) 


1 25 or more in 1985 


2,878 


1000 


23 


06 


< 7 


97 7 


1 0 


967 


Mental status in 1985: 


















Mamed 


963 


100 0 


75 


4 7 


28 


92 5 


- 


92 5 


Betow 1 00 in 1985 


64 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


<B) 


<B) 


(B) 




54 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


SP 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


10 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


IB) 


IB) 


(B) 
\°i 




898 


1000 


35 


2 8 


07 


965 




96 5 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 


38 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.25 or more in 1985 


860 


1000 


27 


1 9 


07 


97.4 




97.4 


Widowed 


52 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Betow 1.00 in 1985 


9 


(B) 


<§> 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


n> 




" 


(B) 


iftt 
\P) 






/Ql 
l"J 




(B) 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


9 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


1.00 or above in 1985 


43 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


100 to 1 24 in 1985 .-. 


8 


O) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




35 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Divorced , 


531 


100.0 








1000 


51 


94.9 


Betow 1.00 in 1985 


14 


(B) 


(B) 


(b] 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Betow .75 in 1985 




<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


;b) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


14 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




517 


1000 








nyjo 


52 


94.8 


1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 


16 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.25 or more in 1985 


501 


100.0 








1000 


2.2 


97.8 




412 


1000 


90 


61 


29 


91 0 


22 


89.1 


Betow 1.00 in 1985 


44 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B> 


(B) 


(B) 


Betow .75 in 1985 .-. 


25 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


<B) 


(B) 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


19 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B> 


(9) 


(B) 


1.00 or above in 1985 


368 


100.0 


33 




33 


96.7 




96.7 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Q i Of more In 1985 


363 


1000 


33 




33 


967 




967 



See footnotes at end of table. ~) A 
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Table 5. 



Selected Characteristics of Persons by Ratio of Income-to-Poverty Level in 1985 
and 1986-Con. 



Ratio of fftcomo-to-poverty level in 1985 



MARITAL STY7US ? -Con 
Males, 19 Years and Over- Con. 



Mantal status in 1985-C.n. 

Never mamed . . 

Below 1.00 in 1985 , 

Below 75 in 1985 , 

75 to .99 in 1985 , 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.0^ 'o 1 24 in 198b 

1.2S if more in 1985 



Total 



Mantal s Jtus in 193C 

Mamed 

Below , 00 in 1985 '. "] 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 . - 

1.00 or above in 1985 - . 1 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 1 

1 25 or more in 1 985 * 

Widowed 

Below 1 00 in 1985 ['.". ~" " , 

Below 75 in 1985 ... j 

.75 to .39 in 1985 [_[_" 

1 00 or above in 1S85 

1 00 io 1 24 in 1985 

1 25 or more in 1985 

Divorced . 

Below 1 00 in 1985 ". 

Below 75 in 1985.../ 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1385 _-. -. 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 ., 

1 25 or more m 1985 /. 

Separated 

Betow 1,00 >n 1985 

Below Jx. '985 

.75 to 99 m 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 ".. 

1 25 or more in 1985 ... 



Females, 18 Years and Over 



Total 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985/...... 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

.00 or above in 1985 

1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1 25 or more m 1985 .... 

No change in mantal status . 
Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below 75 1 1985 

.75 to .99 m 1985 

1 00 or above in 1985 .. . . 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985... . 

1 25 or more in 1985. 

Mamed 

Below 1.00 n 1985.-...-... 

Below .75 in 1985/.... . 

.75 to 99 in 1985/. 

1 00 or above in 198S .... 

1.00 to 1.24 in 19P5 

1.25 or more rn 1985.... 

Widowed 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

75 to .99 »n 1985 

1.00 or above m 1985 

1.00 to 1.21 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985.... 

Divorced 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 In 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1.00 or abovw in 1985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985.... 

Separated 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below 75 in 1985........ 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above m 1985 ..... 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985...... 

1.25 or more in 1985..... 

Never mamed 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below 75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 In 1985 

Q K>reinl985 



ERIC 



Number 



1,190 
25 
25 

1.165 
52 
1.113 

1.857 
59 
25 
34 

1,798 
76 

1.722 

178 



61 

603 
17 
i7 
10 

646 
15 

631 

421 
43 
43 

378 
14 
364 



167.240 
13,490 
7,911 
5.579 

153,750 
7,571 

146,179 

84.872 
8.374 
4 }48 
3.526 

76,497 
4,267 

72,230 

50.04*. 
2 -> 

1.017 
47.800 

1.513 
46,287 

10,421 
1,778 
613 
1,165 
8,643 
1,352 
7.292 

6,825 

1,382 
871 
510 

5.443 
539 

4,904 

1,893 
833 
581 
253 

1.060 
191 
869 

15.690 
2,139 
1,558 
581 
13,551 
673 
12.878 



Percent 



Ratio oi ^me-to-poverty levo! in 1986 



1000 
<B) 
(B) 
(B) 

100 0 
(B) 

1000 



1000 
(B) 
(B) 
IB) 

1000 
(B) 

1000 

(B) 
<B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

1000 

IF.) 

a) 

(E) 
10^0 

(B) 
100.0 

1000 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

1000 
(B) 

1000 



100 0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
100 0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
100 0 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1 0 0 
1000 
1000 
(B) 
*.00 0 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
100 c 
1000 
1000 



Below 1 00 



38 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
39 
<B) 
29 



36 
<B) 
(B) 
(B) 
3 2 
(B) 
2.5 

<B) 
(B) 
(B) 
<B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

74 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
2 2 
(B) 
2 2 

69 
(B> 
(B) 
(B) 

(B) 



79 
72 7 
82 5 
58 6 

22 
163 

1.5 

96 
76 8 
86 0 
64 2 

22 

14 e 

1 5 

4 7 

69 1 
81 8 
53 8 

1 7 
168 
1 2 

17 2 
85 3 
92 8 
81 3 
32 
108 

1 8 

20 8 
84.4 
92 5 

70 8 
47 

23 6 
28 

38 9 
79 2 
85 4 
65 2 
72 
(B) 
36 

11 6 
72.0 
83 3 
41 7 

2 1 
88 
1 7 



Below 0 75 



(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

;b> 

(B) 

48 
(B) 
(B) 
(B> 
1 2 
(B) 
1 3 



0 75 to 0 99 



1 00 or above 



38 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
39 
(B) 
29 

36 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
32 
(B) 
25 

(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

26 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
09 
(B) 
1 0 



footnotes at end of table 
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2.1 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


4 < 


35 


44 6 


28.1 


65 9 


167 


14 


44 4 


4 2 


2 t 


07 


08 


52 


44 


46 6 


30 2 


70 9 


15 1 


133 


50 9 


07 


1 5 


23 


12 4 


06 


09 


24 


2.2 


41 1 


28 0 


58 4 


J>3 5 


20 3 


33 5 


06 


1 0 


4 2 


126 


0.5 


07 


50 


122 


26 5 


58 8 


687 


24 1 


43 


77 0 


06 


?7 


1 2 


96 


05 


1 4 


11 7 


92 


54 7 


29 7 


78 5 


139 


14 1 


56,7 


08 


40 


1 9 


21 7 


06 


20 


27 8 


11 1 


61 9 


173 


78 8 


64 


22* 


42 3 


09 


63 


(B) 


it.; 


1 2 


2* 


88 


30 


58 1 


139 


74.4 


90 


143 


27' 


08 


1 3 


1 6 


71 


0.7 


10 




55 



Total 



962 
<B) 
(B) 
(B) 

96 1 
(B) 

97 2 

96 4 
<B) 
<B) 
(B) 

96 8 
(B) 

97 5 

(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(3) 
(B) 
<B) 
(B) 

926 
<B) 
(B) 
(B) 

97 8 
(B) 

97 8 

93 1 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

1000 
(B) 

100 0 



92 1 
27.3 
175 
41 2 

97 8 
8J.7 

98 5 

904 
23 2 
14 0 
35 8 

97 8 
85 2 
jB5 

95 : 
30 9 
18 2 
46 2 

98: 

83 2 

98 8 

82 8 
14 7 
7 2 
18 7 

96 8 
89 2 
98 1 

79 c 
156 
75 
29 4 

95 3 
76 4 

97 4 

61 1 
20 8 
14 6 

34 8 
92 8 
(B) 
964 

88.4 
28 0 
167 
58 3 
97.9 
91 2 

96 3 



1 00 to 1 24 



1 4 

(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
1 5 
(B) 
1 5 



24 
(S) 
(B) 
(B) 
24 
(B) 
1 6 

(B) 
(3) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

3> 
(B? 
(B) 

(B) 



45 
10 7 

69 
159 

38 
39 8 

1 7 

45 
10 2 

60 
160 

39 
4? 1 

16 

27 
124 

56 
205 

22 
320 

13 

123 
84 
57 
99 
131 
65 3 
34 

58 
62 
31 

118 
57 

3/ 7 
22 

97 
126 
83 

22 5 
75 
<B) 
1.2 

38 
11 1 

71 
21 7 

27 

23 2 
1 6 



1 25 or more 



94 8 
<B) 
(B) 
(B) 

94.7 
<B) 

95 7 

94 1 
<B) 
(B) 
(B) 

94 4 
(B) 

959 

(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(BJ 

92 6 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

97 8 
(BJ 
97 > 

93 1 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

1000 
(3) 
1000 



85.8 
140 
88 
21 2 
93 8 
44 5 
96 8 

85 9 
130 
80 
198 

93 9 
43.1 
969 

92 6 
185 
126 
25 8 
96 1 
51.2 
97.5 

70 5 
6 3 
1 5 
88 
83.7 
23 9 

94 7 

73 3 
9.3 
4 5 
176 
89 6 
38 b 
95.2 

51 4 
8 2 
64 
12 3 
85 4 
(B) 

95 3 

84 6 
169 
9.6 
36 7 
95 ? 
68.1 
9~ 7 
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Table 5. Selected Characteristics of Persons by Ratio of Income-to-Ptwerty Level in 1985 
and 1988-Con. 



Rabo of income-to-poverty level in 1985 


Total 


Ratio of income -to- poverty level in 1986 


Number 


Pwcent 


Below 1 00 


1 00 or above 


Total 


Below 0 75 


0 75 to 099 


Total 


J 00 to 1 24 


I 

1 25 or more 


UADITAI CTATIIC2 ^nn 

MArlllAL O I A I Up*— VsOri. 


















Females, 18 Yaars and Over-Con. 




















3.635 


100 0 


122 


70 


52 


87 8 


53 


826 




510 


100 0 


504 


32 2 


18 2 


49 6 


184 


31 2 


Below 75 in 1 985 -. .-. 


318 


100 0 


56 9 


42.1 


14 5 


43 1 


21 1 


22 0 




192 


(B) 


(B\ 






ia\ 
\o) 


tos 
\o) 


(B) 


1.00 or above tn 1985 


3,125 


100.0 


60 


26 


3 1 


94 1 


3 1 


909 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 


239 


100 0 


31 8 


11 7 


201 


66 2 




68.2 


1.25 or more in 1985 


2.886 


100 0 


38 


2.1 


1 7 


962 


34 


92.8 


M&ntai Status m 1985- 




















1.214 


100 0 


187 


10 7 


80 


81 2 


7.7 


73.5 


Belcw 1 00 in 1985 


142 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Bo«ow 75 in 1985 


62 




/n\ 
l»J 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




81 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(3) 


1 .00 or above in 1 985 _ _ _ . . 


1.071 


100.0 


11.5 


55 


60 


88.6 


63 


82 3 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 


61 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(3) 




1,011 


100 0 


67 


39 


30 


93 2 


66 


86 5 


Widowed , 


48 


IB) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(3) 


Below 1.00 in 1985 


10 


IB) 


(B) 




(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Below .75 m 1985 




1"/ 


fR\ 

\o) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




<B) 


75 to 99 in 1985 


10 


(B) 


(B) 


(ft) 


(B) 


(B) 


(3) 


(B) 


1.00 or above in 1985 


38 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(3) 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 _-. 


10 


(3) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




28 


(3) 


(*) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(b; 


(B) 




435 


100 0 


37 


2 1 


1 8 


96.1 


76 


08 5 


Below 1 00 in 1985.-... 


63 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(3) 




48 




ia\ 
\P) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


75 to 99 in 1985 


15 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(BJ 


1 00 or above in 1985 


372 


1000 








100 0 


2 7 


97.3 




1/ 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(3) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




355 


1000 








1000 


2.8 


97.2 




768 


100 0 


14 2 


7.7 


65 


85 8 


4 0 


81.8 


Below 1 00 in 1985 


174 


IB) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Below .75 in 1985 


110 


(B) 
\ u > 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


64 




/n\ 
\o) 


tax 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.00 or above in 1985 


594 


100 0 


54 


37 


1.7 


94 8 


1.9 


92.9 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 


41 


(B) 


(B) 


(d) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




554 


1000 


58 


4.0 


1 8 


94 2 


2.0 


92.2 




1.171 


100 0 


7.7 


4 8 


2.9 


92 3 


29 


89 5 


Below 1.00 in 1985 -. 


12t 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(8) 


Below .75 in 1985.. 


99 


•Of 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


.75 to .99 in 1985 


23 




ia\ 
\o) 


ten 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


'B) 


1.00 or above in 1985 


1,050 


100 0 


30 


09 


2 1 


97 0 


1.0 


93.1 


1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 ... ". 


110 


(B) 


(B) 


O) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1 25 or more in 1985 


939 


100 0 


1 0 




1.0 


99 0 


1 1 


98 0 


ManUI Status in 1986 


















Ma- od .-. 


1.787 


100 0 


54 


29 


2.5 


94 6 


43 


90.3 


Belo.; 1.00 in 1985 


236 


100 0 


27 5 


16 2 


97 


72 5 


24 2 


48.3 


Below 75 in 1985... 


169 


\°l 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(8) 


(B) 


.75 to 99 in 1985 


67 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




1.551 


100 0 


20 


06 


1.4 


98 0 


1 3 


96 7 


i 00 to 1 24 in 1985 


150 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(6) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1 25 Of more in 1985 .-. 


1,402 


100 0 


06 




06 


99.3 


1 4 


97.9 




433 


100 0 


178 


48 


129 


82.2 


7.6 


74.6 


3e!ow 1 00 in 1985 


74 


(B\ 


(B) 


(3) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




10 


tn\ 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


75 to 99 in 1985 


64 


\o) 


<B) 


(0) 


(B) 


'B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1 00 or above in 1985 


359 


100 0 


97 




9.7 


90 5 


64 


83 8 


1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 .-. 


35 


<B) 


(B 


(B 


(B 


(B 


(B 


(B 


1 25 or more in 1985 


325 


*^0 








1000 


7 1 


92.6 




854 


100 C 


152 


104 


49 


84 7 


55 


79 2 




109 


tn\ 


tr>\ 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Rnlnw 7£ in 1Q0£ 


67 


\0) 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


.75 to 99 in 1985 .-. 


42 




(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1 00 or above in 1985 


745 


100 0 


87 


64 


21 


91 3 


38 


87.5 


1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 


43 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(3) 


(3) 


(B) 


1.25 or more in 1985 


701 


100 0 


8 1 


5 7 


2.3 


92 0 


40 


88 0 




561 


100 0 


24 6 


164 


82 


75.4 


6 1 


69.3 


Rnlrtuu 1 f>0 m 1QR^ 


91 


\°) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


Below .75 in 1985 


72 


i&\ 

\o) 


(B) 


<B) 


<8) 


(B) 


(3) 


(B) 




19 


to\ 
\°i 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(3) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.00 or above in 1985 


470 


100 0 


11 7 


68 


4.9 


88 3 


55 


82 8 


1 00 to 1 24 in 1985....... 


12 




(B ( 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




459 


100 0 


9 6 


4 4 


50 


90 4 


5 7 


84.7 


HOUSEHOLD RELATIONSHIP 


















No change in household relationship >__. 


216.194 


1000 


10 2 


64 


38 


89 8 


4 1 


85.7 




22,503 


1000 


77 5 


53 5 


23 9 


22 5 


10 6 


12.0 


Below .75 in 1985 


14,550 


100 0 


87 4 


73 4 


140 


126 


59 


66 


.75 to 99 in 1985 


7.953 


1000 


59 2 


17 1 


42.1 


40 8 


190 


21 7 


1.00 or above in 1985 ... - . 


193.691 


100 0 


24 


09 


1 5 


97 6 


33 


94 3 




10.649 


100.0 


17.2 


38 


134 


82 8 


321 


506 


1 2C or more in 1985 


183.041 


100 0 


1 5 


07 


08 


98.5 


1 6 


96.9 




83.446 


1000 


95 


5 1 


44 


905 


4 8 


85.7 




8 182 


100 0 


77 0 


44 8 


32.1 


23.1 


104 


12.7 




4.679 


100 0 


83 6 


680 


156 


164 


70 


9.4 


75 to .99 in 1985....... 


3.503 


100 0 


631 


13 8 


54 2 


31 9 


14 8 


171 


1 00 or abovo in 1985 _-. .-. 


75,264 


1000 


22 


08 


1 4 


97 8 


4.2 


93 6 


1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 


4.493 


100 0 


159 


34 


125 


04 1 


43 4 


40 6 




70.771 


100 0 


13 


06 


07 


99 7 


1 7 


97.0 


























5C 
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Table 5. Selected Characteristics of Persons by Ratio of Income-to-Poverty Level in 1985 
and 1986-Con. 



Ratio of income»to*poverty level in 1985 



HOUSEHOLD RELATIONSHIP-Con. 



Spouse 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below 75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 , 

1 00 or above in 1985 

1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1 25 or more in 1985 ... . ...... 

Cnsfd 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1 00 or above in 1985 .'. ... 

100 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Other relative 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below 75 in 1985. 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

t 00 or above in 1935 

1,00 to 1 24 *n 1985... ~_ 

1.25 or more in 1985 -s. 

Nonrelative 

Below 1.00 m 1 985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Change in household relationship 
Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1 00 to 1 24 in 1985... 

1.25 or more in 1985 



WORK EXPERIENCE 2 



Persons 18 years and over. 
Below 1.00 in 1985 , 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 In 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 



No change between 1985 and 1986 
Bskw 1 00 in 1985 

B*<ow.75in 1985 . 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1.00 or ebove in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 .". 

1.25 or more in 1985 



Worked, year-round, full-time 
Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below 75 in 1985 

.75to 99 in 19«5 

1 00 or abo.D in 1985 

1.00 to 124 in 1985 .... 

1 25 or more in 1985 



Worked, not year-round, full-time.. 
Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 19*5 

.75 to .99 in 198J 

1.00 or above in 1985 . 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1 25 or more in 1985 ... 

Did not work 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

75 to .99 in 1985 

1 00 or abeve in 1985 

1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 



Cte.KW between 1985 and 1986 
Below 1.00 in 1985 . 

Below .75 in 1985 . 

.75 to .99 in 1 985 

1.00 or above in 1985.. * 

1.00 to 1.24 In 1985 

1 25 or more in 1985 



Worked, yearround full-time to- 
Worked, not year-round full- time. . 
Below 1.00 in 1985.. .. . 

Below .75 in 1985... ~ . 

75 to .99 In 1935 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1 ootn 1 24 in 1985.. 

kj tore in 1985. 



Total 



Number 



ERIC 



48.977 
2,080 
1,091 
989 

46.897 
1,480 

45.417 

74,114 

10.529 
7.491 
3.039 

63.585 
3.869 

59,715 

8,127 
810 
517 
293 

5,317 
521 

4,796 

3,530 
901 
771 
130 

2,628 
286 

2,343 

10.283 
1,100 
605 
495 
9.183 
516 
8.667 



167.240 
13.490 
7.911 
5.579 

153.750 
7,571 

146,179 

136,018 
10.469 
6.037 
4,432 

125,549 
6.193 

119.356 

60,119 
716 
361 
355 

59,402 
1 081 

56,32! 

35.214 
3,^82 
1,824 
1,358 

32,032 
1.744 

30,288 

40.685 
6,570 
3,852 
2,718 

34,115 
3.369 

30,747 

31,222 
3,021 
1.874 
1,147 

28.201 
1.378 

26,823 

9,640 
309 
148 
161 

9,331 
269 

9.062 



Percent 



1000 
1000 
1 00 0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

100.0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
100.0 
1000 

100.0 
1000 
1000 
(B> 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
100.0 
1000 
1000 



1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
.000 

1000 
100.0 
(B) 
(B) 
1000 
1000 
1000 



Ratio of income-to-poverty level in 1986 



Below 1 00 



Total 



4 4 
663 
804 
50.8 

1 6 
174 

1 1 

13 8 
80 2 
905 
54S 

28 
10.5 

1 8 

120 
70 2 
89 4 
36 5 
3.1 
69 
2.7 

28 2 
92.8 
888 
(B) 

e.6 

39 5 
b0 

129 
506 
67.8 
297 

84 
308 

7 1 



79 
72 7 
82 5 
58 8 

22 
163 

1 5 

76 
74 9 
85 1 
609 

20 
158 

1 2 

1 3 
58 1 
69 8 
46 5 

06 
131 

0.4 

88 
584 
71.1 
41 5 

39 
202 

29 

153 
847 
93 3 
72 5 

26 
14 4 

1 3 

93 
65 2 
74 1 
507 

34 
184 

2.6 

71 

83 2 
(B) 
(B) 
46 

33 £■ 
3? 



Below 0 75 



21 
363 
53 3 
17.3 
06 
45 
05 

98 
62.2 
78 8 
21 2 
1 1 
39 
09 

7.2 
521 
76 4 
9.2 
03 

1 2 
03 

20 7 
72.9 
80 8 
(B) 
28 
87 

2 1 

72 
38 1 
52 7 
202 

35 
151 

2.7 



<4 
44 6 
65 9 
14.4 
08 
42 
07 

40 
44 6 

>8 3 
\2.4 
06 
36 
05 

06 
34 6 
54 3 
146 
01 
32 
01 

47 
361 
510 
161 
1 5 
53 
1 3 

86 

49 9 
77 9 
10 3 

o.e 

28 
04 

59 
44 3 
58 0 
22 1 
1 8 
68 
1.5 

36 

50 8 
(B) 
<B) 
21 

123 
1 8 



0 75 to 0 99 



22 
30 1 
27 0 
33 5 

1.0 
12.9 

06 

40 
180 
11.7 
33 3 

1 6 
14 6 

08 

4.8 
18 1 
130 
27 3 
28 
56 
25 

75 
99 
80 
(B) 
67 
29 7 
39 

58 
125 
150 

95 

SO 
157 

4.3 



3.5 
281 
167 
44 4 

1 4 
12 1 

08 

36 

30 2 
1S8 
48 5 

i 3 
122 
08 

0 7 
23 6 
155 

31 8 
04 
99 
03 

4 1 

22 3 
201 
25 3 
23 
149 

1 6 

72 
34.8 
154 
62 2 

1 9 
11 6 

09 

34 
209 
161 
28 6 

1 6 
11 6 

1.1 



1 00 or above 



i footnotes at end of table 



34 
32 4 
\B) 
(B) 
25 
21 2 
1 9 

57 



95 6 
33 7 
19 6 
49 2 
98.4 
82 6 
98 9 

86 2 
198 
9.5 
45 4 
97 2 
81 5 

96 2 

880 
29 8 
106 
635 

96 9 
03 3 

97 3 

71 8 
173 
11.2 
(B) 
904 
61.5 
93 9 

87.1 
49 
32 2 
70.3 

91 6 
*m2 

92 9 



92.1 

27 3 
175 
41.2 

97 8 
83 

98 5 

S2 4 
25.1 
149 
39 1 
98 0 
84 2 
98 8 

98 7 
41 9 

30 2 
538 

99 4 
869 
99.7 

91 2 
41 5 

28 9 
585 
9C 1 
79 8 
97 1 

84 2 
153 

67 
27 5 
97 4 

85 6 
987 

90.7 
348 
259 
49 3 
966 
81 6 
97 4 



1 00 to 1 24 



92 9 
168 

96 4 
665 
983 



27 
135 

61 
21 5 

22 
33 2 

1 2 

3.9 
92 
52 
19.2 
30 

:i 8 

1 8 

74 
25.8 

75 
584 

46 
21.5 

28 

46 
7 7 
52 
(B) 
35 
84 
2.9 

48 
57 
43 
75 
4.7 
99 
44 



40 
11.3 

7.0 
17.5 

3.3 
36 0 

1 6 

40 
10.7 

60 
170 

34 
40 0 

1.5 

1 1 

102 
58 

14 6 
1 0 

27.9 
05 

48 
137 

94 
194 

3.9 
21.2 
20 

76 
92 
4 4 

16 1 
73 

53 6 
22 

39 
136 
10 1 
19 4 

29 
18.1 

2 1 



34 
87 
(B) 
(B) 
32 
14 5 
28 



1 .25 or more 



93 0 
202 
135 
27 6 
962 
49.3 
97 7 

82.3 
106 
4.2 

26 3 

94 2 
59 7 
964 

806 
40 
33 
51 
92 3 
71.8 
94.5 

67.2 
97 
60 
(B) 
869 
531 
91 0 

82.2 
43.6 

27 8 
62 8 
86 9 
59 3 
88 5 



88.1 
160 
105 
23.7 
94 4 
47.7 
96.9 

88.4 
14.5 
89 
22.1 
94.6 
44 2 
97 2 

97.6 
31.7 
24 4 
38 9 
08.4 
58 9 
99 1 

86.4 
27.9 
195 
39.1 

92 2 
58 6 
94.2 

76 S 
6.1 
2.4 
11.4 
90.2 
31.9 
96 5 

86.7 
21.2 
158 
30 0 

93 8 
63 4 
95 3 



89 6 
8 1 
(B) 
(8) 
92 3 
52 0 
93.4 



51 



Table 5. Selected Characteristics of Persons by Ratio of Income-to-Poverty Level in 1985 
and 1986-con. 



.iatio of income-to- poverty 'evel tn 1985 



Percent 



Ratio of incomo-to-pcvorty level tn 1986 



Below 1 00 



Total 



Below 0.75 



0 75 to 0 99 



1 00 or above 



1 00 to 1 24 



WORK EXPEr;:?NCE 2 -Cor. 



Worked, year-round full-time to- Con. 

Did not work 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 tn 1985 .... 

.75 to .99 sn 1985 

1 00 or above in 1985 

1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1 25 or more in 1985 



Workeo, not year-round fulLbme to 

Worked, year-round, fulLtme 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below J r tn 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 .-. 

1.00 or above tn 1985 I 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Did not work 

Below 1.00 m 1985 

Below 75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

i.OOtc 1.24 in 1985 

1 25 or more m 1985 

Did not work to. 

Workec /ear •round, full-time « 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or abovo in 1985 

1 00 <0 1 24 tn 1985 

1 25 or more tn 1985 

Worked, not year-round, full-time 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1 25 or more in 1985 



NUMBER OF WORKERS 



No change in number of workers 
Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below 75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1 00 or above in 1985 ..... 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more »n 1985 

None 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below 75 in 1985 

75 tc 99 in 1985 

1.00 or above m 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

One worker 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1995 

.75 to 99 in 1985.. 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more :n 1985 

Two workers 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

75 to .99 m 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.C0 to 1.24 in 1985 

1 25 or more in 1985 , 

Three workers or more 

Below 1.00 tn 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1 00 to 1 24 in 1985 .-. 

1.25 or more rn 1985 , 

Change in number of workers 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 m 1985 

1.00 or abovo in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 In -985 

1.25 or more m 1tf85 

None in 1985, more in '986 

Below 1 00 in ",98: 

Below .75 K\ 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1985 .-. 

1.00 o* above m 1985 

1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

o 

J^J£" ,ootnotos at end of table. 



65 



65 
65 

11,451 
766 
310 
456 
10.635 
516 
«0,169 
5.907 
815 
558 
257 
5,092 
297 
4,795 



9 

4,149 

1,131 
858 
273 

3,018 
286 

2,732 



174.774 
10,841 
12,127 
6,714 
155,933 
8.705 
147.228 

33,808 

11,596 
8,366 
3,230 

22.212 
3.237 

18,975 

66.506 
8,303 
3.328 
2.975 

60,203 
4.564 

55,639 

61.755 
942 
433 
509 

60,813 
714 

60.099 

12.706 



12,706 
190 
12.516 

51.703 
4,762 
3.027 
1.735 

46.941 
2.461 

44.480 

4,092 
2.236 
1.707 

530 
1.855 

37 
1.484 



(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1900 
1000 
100.0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
100.0 
1000 

(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(8) 
(B) 
(8) 
(B) 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 



1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
100.0 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
100C 
100.0 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
,000 

1000 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

1000 
(B) 

100.0 

ieoo 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 



(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

2.4 
31 2 
42 3 
23 3 
04 
45 
02 
196 
901 
95 2 
79 0 
8.4 
41.1 
63 

B) 
»B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
<B> 

<b; 

169 
65 3 
703 
49 5 
1.6 

A A 

10 



104 
801 
910 
606 

2.0 
17.9 

1.1 

33 3 
89 8 
949 
766 

38 
15.7 
1 7 

91 

67 C 
843 
47.7 

3.t 
19.7 

1.7 

1 5 

49 3 
67 0 

34 2 
0.7 

207 
05 

(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

<B) 



606 
693 
45 5 

48 
179 

40 

28 2 
51.2 
588 
266 
0.5 

06 



(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

07 
9 1 
14 2 
5.9 
0 1 

0.1 
157 
77 4 
907 
49.0 

58 
2C.9 

4 8 



(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
11 8 
42 4 
55 1 
2.6 
03 

03 



66 
56.2 
78 4 
16.1 
0.6 
3.3 
0.4 

23 5 
669 
86 8 
15.3 
0.9 
28 
06 

47 
40 3 
59 8 
186 
1 0 
36 
08 

0.7 
31.7 
603 
7.7 
02 
49 
0 1 

(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

(B) 

57 
39 3 
49 3 
21.8 
2.3 
78 
2.0 

14.3 
28.1 
34.2 



(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
<B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

1 8 
22 1 
28 1 
180 
03 
4.5 
0 1 
40 
126 
47 
300 
26 
20.5 
1.5 



(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
7 2 
22 9 
15 3 
46 9 
1 3 
66 
0.7 



38 
23.9 
12.5 
44.4 

1.4 
14.5 

06 

9.7 
22 9 

8.1 
61.4 

2.9 
129 

1.1 

4 4 

26.7 
24 5 
29.1 

2.1 
16 1 

09 

08 
17.5 

6.7 
26 7 

05 
158 

03 



<B) 
(B) 
<B> 

(B) 



4 2 
21 4 
200 

23 8 
2.4 

10.1 
20 

13.9 
25 1 

24 6 
266 

05 

06 



(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

97 6 
60.8 

57 7 
761 
99 6 
95 5 
99 8 
80 3 

98 
48 
21 0 
916 

58 9 
93 7 



(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
81 1 
34.7 
297 
505 
98 5 
93 4 
990 



89 6 
199 
90 
39 4 
98 0 
82 1 
98 9 

667 
102 
51 
23 4 
962 
84.3 
98 3 

909 
33 0 
157 
523 
96 9 
80 3 
98 3 

98 5 
507 
33 0 
65 8 

99 3 
79 3 
99 5 

1000 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

1000 
(B) 

1000 

901 
394 
30 7 
544 
95 2 
82.1 
960 

71.8 
488 
41 1 
73.4 
99 6 
1000 
99 4 



(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

2.4 
22 7 
2/g 
f 6 
J9 
153 
02 
60 
3.8 

12.1 
63 

27 6 
50 

(B) 
(B) 

s 

<b! 

(B) 

66 
160 
140 
22.7 

30 
17 1 

1 6 



39 
93 
38 

19 3 
3.3 

35 3 

1 4 

89 
63 
30 
149 
1C2 
53 8 
28 

4.7 
12.4 

4.1 
21.5 

39 
25 7 

2 1 

1 3 

?t> 1 
' 1 
34 0 

09 
22.0 

06 

(B> 
(3) 
(B) 



47 
14 4 
14 2 
14 8 

3.7 
16 2 
30 

150 
24 6 
23 6 
27 7 

35 
13 5 

1.1 



58 



52 



Table 5. Selected Characteristics of Persons by t.atio of Income-to-Poverty Level in 1985 
and 1986-Con. 



Ratio of income«to-pov6ft> .^vel in 1935 



NUMBER OF WORKERS-Con 



One work Of in 1985, more in 1986 

Below 1.00 in 1985 

Below .75 m 1985 

75 to .99 in 1985 

1.00 * above in 1985 

1.00 to I 24 in 1985..,. 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Two waters in 1985, moo in 1986 ... 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below .75 in 1985 ..... 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more m 1985 

Three workers or more in 1985, more in 

1986 .-. 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Be'ow .75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

One worker in 1985, none in 1986 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Betow 75 in 1985 

.75 to 99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00 to 1.24 in 1985... 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Two workers in 1985. less in 1986 

Below 1 00 in 1985 

Below 75 in 1985 

75 to 99 in 1985 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1 00 to 1.24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 

Three workers or more in 1985. less in 1986 
Belcw 1 00 in 1985 

Below 75 in 1985 

.75 to .99 in 1935 

1.00 or above in 1985 

1.00to 1 24 in 1985 

1.25 or more in 1985 



Total 


Ratio of income*to-povOiTy level in 1986 


Number 


Percent 


Below 1 00 


1 00 or above 


Total 


oe ow U /D 


o /o T o u.yy 


Total 


1 00 to 1 24 


1 .25 or more 


12,535 


1000 


3.8 


1 7 


22 


962 


28 


934 


987 


1000 


40.7 


190 


21 7 


593 


9.9 


49 3 


367 


1000 


62 1 


38 4 


23 4 


381 




381 


619 


1000 


28 t 


74 


205 


72.1 


15.8 


56.1 


1 1,548 


1000 


0 7 


0.2 


0.5 


99 3 


2 1 


97.2 


1^002 


1000 


58 




5 8 


94 3 


24 6 


69 7 


10,546 


1000 


02 


02 




99.8 




99.8 


4»096 


1000 


- 


- 


- 


1000 


- 


1000 




fFft 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




(R\ 
\°f 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




fRl 
\°) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(3) 


(B) 


(B) 


4 096 


1000 








1000 




1000 


180 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




3,916 


1000 








1000 




1000 


1 890 


100C 


- 


- 


- 


1000 


- 


1000 




(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(Bl 




tBl 
\°t 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1,890 


1000 








1000 




1000 


*121 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1.769 


100.0 








1000 




100.0 


5,658 


1000 


35.1 


25 8 


9.3 


649 


83 


566 


1,089 


1000 


89 3 


77 7 


11.7 


107 


34 


73 


641 


1030 


902 


902 




98 


42 


58 


447 


1000 


es.4 


600 


28.4 


11.9 


22 


96 


4,569 


1000 


22 2 


134 


88 


77 8 


95 


683 


424 


1000 


62 5 


38 4 


24.1 


37.5 


19.3 


18 2 


4,146 


1000 


18.1 


109 


7.2 


81.9 


85 


73.4 


13.109 


1000 


96 


44 


52 


904 


54 


850 


326 


1000 


82.5 


466 


35 9 


17.5 




17.5 


188 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


139 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


<B) 


<B) 


(B) 


12,783 


1000 


7.7 


33 


44 


92.3 


5,5 


868 


353 


1000 


33.1 


82 


24.9 


689 


5.9 


606 


12,430 


1000 


70 


32 


36 


930 


55 


87 5 


10,323 


1000 


24 


13 


1 0 


97.6 


28 


94 9 


124 


(0) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


124 


(Bi 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 




<B) 


<B) 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


10.199 


1000 


1 4 


04 


1.0 


986 


2.8 


95 8 


10 


(B) 


<B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


10.189 


1000 


1.4 


04 


1.0 


986 


ro 


956 



B Base less than 200,000 -Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
'Persons of Hispanic ongin may 1 •> of any race. 
Restricted to persons 18 years snd over 
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Appendix A.. Overview of the SIPP Program 



BACKGROUND 

The Survey cf Income and Program Participation 
(SIPP) provides a major expansion in the kind and 
amount of information available to analyze the eco- 
nomic situation of households and persons in the United 
States. The information supplied by this survey is expected 
to provide a better understanding of changes in the 
well-being of the population and the relationship to the 
demographic and social characteristics of individuals. 
The data collected in SIPP will be especially useful in 
studying Federal transfer programs, estimating program 
cost and effectiveness, and assessing the effect of 
proposed changes in program regulations and benefit 
leveis. Analysis of other important national issues such 
as tax reform, Social Security program costs, and 
national health insurance can be expanded and refined, 
based on the information from this new survey. 

The first interviews in the SIPP took place in October 
1983, nearly 8 years after the research and develop- 
mental phase, the Income Survey Development Pro- 
gram (ISDP), was initiated by the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, in 1975. Between 1975 and 
1980 extensive research was undertaken to design and 
test new procedures for collecting income and related 
socioeconomic data on a subannual basis z A in a 
longitudinal framework. Much of the work centered 
around four experimental field tests that were con- 
ducted in collaboration with the Bureau ot the Census to 
examine different concepts, procedures, questionnaires, 
and recall periods. Two of the tests were restricted to a 
email number of geographic sites; iho other two were 
nationwide. In the first nationwide test, t; le 1 978 Research 
Panel, approximately 2,000 households were interviewed. 
Because of the relatively sma ! ; number of interviews, 
controlled experimental comparisons of alternatives were 
not possible; however, the panel did demonstrate that 
many new ideas and methods were feasible. It also laid 
a foundation for the largest and most complex test: the 
1979 Research Panel. This panel consisted of a nation- 
ally representative sample of 8,200 households and 
provided a vehicle for feasibility tests and controlled 
experiments of alternative design features. 

In the of 1981, virtually all funding for ISDP 
research and planning ol the continuing SIPP program 
was deleted from the budget of the Social Security 
Administration. The loss of funding for fiscal year 1982 
brought ail work on the new survey to a halt. In fiscal 



year 1983, however, money for initiation of the new 
survey was allotted in the budget of the Bureau of the 
Census. Work began almost immediately in preparation 
for the survey start in October 1983. The design of the 
questionnaire for the first interview was similar in struc- 
ture to that used in the 1 979 ISDP panel study with two 
important exceptions. First, the reference period for the 
questions was extended from 3 months to 4 months in 
order to reduce the number of interviews and, therefore, 
lower costs. Second, the questions covering labor force 
activity were expanded in order to provide estimates 
that were closer, on a conceptual basis, to those 
derived from the Current Population Survey (CPS). The 
design also incorporated a numbur of othe' modifica- 
tions resulting from experience with the 1 979 pilot study. 

SURVEY CONTENT 

There are three basic elements contained in the 
overall design of the survey content. The first is a 
control card used to record basic social and demo- 
graphic characteristics for each person in the household 
at the time of the init : ^l Interview. Because households 
are interviewed a total of eight or nine times, the card is 
also used to record changes in characteristics and to 
record the dates when persons enter or leave the 
household. Finally, during each interview, information 
on each source of income reviewed and the name of 
each job or business is transcribed to the card so that 
this information can be used in the updating process in 
c jbsequent interviews. 

The second major element of the survey content is 
the core portion of the questionnaire. The core ques- 
tions are repeated at each interview and cover labor 
force activity, the types and amounts of income received 
during the 4-month period, and participation status in 
various programs. Some of the important elements of 
labor force activity are recorded separately for each 
week of the period. Income recipiency and amounts are 
recorded on a monthly oasis with the exception of 
amounts of property income (interest, dividends, rent, 
etc.). Data for these types are recorded as totals for the 
4-month period. The core also contains questions cov- 
ering attendance in postsecondary schools, private 
health insurance coverage, public or subsidized rental 
housing, low-income energy assistance, and school 
breakfast and lunch participation. 
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The third major element is the various supplements 
or topical modules that will be included during selected 
household visits. The topical modules cover areas that 
need not be examined every 4 months. Certain of these 
topical modules are considered to be so important that 
they are viewed as an integral part of the overall survey. 
Other topical modules have more specific and more 
limited purposec. No topical modules were included in 
the first or second waves of the 1985 SIPP panel. (See 
the following section on sample design and table A-1 for 
definition of the term "wave.") The third wave topical 
modules covered assets and liabilities. The fourth wave 
topical modules covered 1) support for nonhoucehold 
members and work-related expenses, 2) marital history, 
3) migration history, 4) fertility history, and 5) household 
relationships. The fifth wave topical modules covered 1) 
annual income and retirement accounts, 2) taxes, and 
3) school enrollment and financing. The sixth wave 
topical modules covered 1) child care arrangements 
and child support agreements, 2) support for nonhouse- 
hold members, 3) job offers, 4) health status and 
utilization of health care services, 5) long term care, and 
6) disability status of children. The seventh wave topical 
modules covered 1) assets and liabilities, and 2) retire- 
ment expectations and pension plan coverage. The 
eighth wave topical modules covered 1) annual income 
and retirement accounts, 2) taxes, and 3) school enroll- 
ment and financing. 



SAMPLE DESIGN 

The SIPP sample design for the 1985 panel consists 
of about 17,800 housing units selected to re, esent the 
noninstitutional population of the United States. (See 
appendix C for more details on the procedures used to 
select the sample) About 14,300 of these were occu 
pied and eligible for interview. Table , -1 shows the 
sample design for the 1 985 panel of SIPP. Each house- 
hold in the sample wap scheduled to be interviewed at 
4-month intervals over a period of 2 1 12 years beginning 
in February 1985. The reference period for the ques- 
tions is the 4-month period preceding the interview. For 
example, households interviewed in February 1 985 were 
asked questions for t:.e months October, November, 
and December 1984 and January 1985. This household 
was interviewed again in June 1985 for the February 
through May period. The sample households within a 
given panel are divided into four subsamples of nearly 
equal size., These subsamples are called rotation groups 
and one rotation group is interviewed each month. In 
general, one cycle of four interviews covering the entire 
sample, using the same questionnaire, is called a wave. 
"'Or design was chosen because it provides a smooth 
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Table A-1. Design of the 1985 SIPP Panel 



Rotation 


Wave 


Interview 
month 


Reference months 


2 
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Feb. 85 


Oct. Nov. Dec f84) Jan (85) 


3 


1 
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Nov.. Dec. (84) Jan Feb f85) 
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1 
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3 


2 
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Mar. 86 


Nov., Dec. (85), Jan., Feb. (86) 


4 
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and steady work load for data collection and processing. 1 
A third panel of smaller size was int iduced in 
February 1986 and has been introduced in r-eb~uary of. 
each succeeding year. This overlapping de sign provides 
a larger sample size from which cross-sectional esti- 
mates can be made. The overlap also enhances the 
survey's ability to measure change by lowering the 
standard errors on differences between estimates for 
two points in time. 

SURVEY OPERATIONS 

Data collection operations are managed through the 
Census Bureau's 12 permanent regional offices. A staff 
of interviewers assigned to SIPP conduct interviews by 
personal visit each month with most interviewing com- 
pleted during the first 2 weeks of that month. Co npleted 
questionnaires are transmitted to the regional offices 
where they undergo an extensive clerical edit before 
being entered into the Bureau's SIPP data processing 



1 Note that for the 1985 panel, the first rotation group was not 
included in the second wave of data collection. 
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system. Upon entering this processing system the data 
are subjected to a detailed computer edit. Errors iden- 
tified in this phase are corrected and computer process- 
ing continues. 

Two of the major steps of computer processing are 
the assignment of weighis to each sample person and 
imputation for missing survey responses. The weighting 
procedures assure that SIPP estimates of the number of 
persons agree with independent estimates of the pop- 
ulation within specified £ge, race, and sex categories. 
The procedures also assure close correspondence with 
monthly CPS estimates of households. In almost all 
cases, a survey nonresponse is assigned a value in the 
imputation phase of processing. The imputation for 
missing responses is based on procedures generally 
referred to as the "hot deck" approach. This approach 
assigns values for nonresponses from sample persons 
who did provide responses and who have characteris- 
tics similar lo those of the nonrespondents. 

The longitudinal design of SIPP dictates that ail 
persons 15 years old a» d over present as household 
members at the time of toe first interview be part of the 
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survey throughout the entire 2 1 12 year period. To meet 
this goal, the survey collects information useful in 
locating persons who move. In addition, field proce- 
dures were established that allow for the transfer of 
sample cases between regional offices. Persons mov- 
ing within a 100-mi!3 radius of an original sampling area 
(a county or group of counties) are followed and con- 
tinue with the normal personal interviews at 4-month 
intervals. Those moving to a new residence that falls 
outside the 100-mile radius of any SIPP sampling area 
* r e interviewed by telephone. The geographic areas 
Jefined by these rules contain more than 95 percent of 
the U.S. population. 

Because most types of analysis using SIPP data will 
be dependent not on data for individuals but on groups 
of individuals (households, families, etc.), provisions 
were made to interview all "new" persons living with 
original sample persons (those interviewed in the first 
wave). These new sample pe. ons entering the survey 
through contact with original sample persons are con- 
sidered as part of the sample only while residing with 
the original sample person. 
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Appendix B. Definitions and Explanations 
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Population coverage. The estimates in this report are 
restricted to the civilian noninstitutional resident popu- 
lation of the United States and members of the Armed 
Forces living off post or with their families on post. 

Age. The age of the person Is based on the age of the 
person at hs last birthday as of December 31, 1985. 

Race f*nd Hispanic origin. The population is divided 
into two groups on the basis of race: White and Black. 
Persons of Hispanic origin were determined on the 
basis of a question that asked for self-identification of 
the person's origin (or the origin of some other house- 
hold member) from a "flashcard" listing ethnic origins. 
Hispanics were those who indicated that their origin was 
Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South Amer- 
ican, or some other Hispanic origin. It should be noted 
that persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 

MaritaS status. The marital status classification identi- 
fies five major categories: married, widowed, divorced, 
separated, and never married. Persons were classified 
in one of these categories based on the most common 
marital status in each calendar year. For example, a 
person who was married and living with his or her 
spouse for 7 months and widowed for 5 months was 
classified as married. Persons whose marital status was 
split between more than one category for an equal 
number of months were included in the status category 
that occurred first. The category "married" includes 
both "married, spouse present," and "other married, 
spouse absent." A person was classified as "married, 
spouse present" if the husband or wife was reported as 
a member of the household, even though he or she may 
have been temporarily absent on business or on vaca- 
tion, visiting, in a hospital, etc., at the time of the 
enumeration. The group "married, spouse absent" includes 
married persons living apart because either the hus- 
band or wife was employed and living at a considerable 
distance from home, was serving away from home in the 
Armed Forces, had moved to another area, or had a 
different place of residence for any other reason except 
separation as defined above. Persons reported as sep- 
arated included those with legal separations, those 
living apart with intentions of obtaining a divorce, and 
other parsons oermanently or temporarily separated 
because of marital discord. 

Householder. The instructions call for listing first the 
person (or one of the persons) in whose name the home 
is owned or rented. If the house is owned jointly by a 



married couple, either the husband or the wife may be 
listed first, thereby becoming the reference person, or 
householder, to whom the relationship of the other 
household members is recorded. One person in each 
household is designated as the "householder." The 
number of householders, therefore, is equal to the 
number of households. 

Family. The term "family" refers to a group of two or 
more persons related by birth, marriage, or adoption 
who reside together; all such persons are considered as 
members of one family. For example, if the son of the 
person who maintains the household and the son's wife 
are members of the household, they are treated as 
members of the parent's family. Every family must 
include a householder; two or more people living in the 
same household who are related to one another, but are 
not related to the householder, form an "unrelated 
subfamily". Persons in unrelated subfamilies are not 
included in the count of family members in the Current 
Population Survey, but are included as family members 
in this report and are classified by family type as if they 
were families. 

Family status. Persons were classified as members of 
a married-couple family, other family type, or as an 
unrelated individual based on their most common status 
during the calendar year. For example, a person who in 
1985 was in a married-couple family in January through 
March but was an unrelated individual in April through 
December would be characterized here as an unrelated 
individual in 1985. Ties were broken by using the family 
status that occurred first. Family size was also based on 
the most common size during the calendar year. 

Married-couple family. A married couple, as defined 
for census purposes, is a husband and wife enumerated 
as members of the same household. The married 
couple may c may not have children living with them. 
The expression "husband-wife" or "married-couple" 
before the term "household," or "family" indicates that 
the household, or family, is maintained by a husband 
and wifo. 

Other family type. Families which are not maintained 
by a married couple are designated "other family" type 
in this report. These include families in which the 
houssholder is a woman with no husband present and 
families in which the householder is a man with no wife 
present. 
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Unrelated individuals. The term "unrelated individu- 
als" refers to persons 15 years old and over (other than 
inmates of institutions) who are not living with any 
relatives. An unrelated individual may (1) constitute a 
one-person household, (2) be part of a household 
including one or more other families or unre^a indi- 
viduals, or (3) reside in group quarters such as a 
rooming house. Thus, a widow living by herself or with 
one or more other persons not related to her, a iodger 
not related to the householder or to anyone else in the 
household, and a servant living in an employer's house- 
hold with no relatives are examples of unrelated individ- 
uals. The poverty status of unrelated individuals is 
determined independently of other household mem- 
bers' incomes. 

Years of school completed. Data on years of school 
completed were derived from the combination of answers 
to questions concerning the highest grade of school 
attended by the person and whether or not that giade 
was finished. The questions of educational attainment 
apply only to progress in "regular" schools. Such schools 
included public, private, and parochial elementary and 
high schools (both junior and senior), colleges, univer- 
sities, and professional schools (whether day schools or 
night schools). Thus, regular schooling is that which 
may advance a person toward an elementary school 
certificate, a high school diploma, or a college, univer- 
sity, or professional school degree. 

Region. The four major regions of the United States for 
which data are presented in this report represent groups 
of States as follows: 

Northeast Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, and Vermont. 

Midwest: Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Min- 
nesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, South 
Dakota, and Wisconsin. 

South: Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, District of Colum- 
bia, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, and West Virginia. 

West: Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Wash- 
ington, and Wyoming. 

Metropolitan areas. The population residing in metro- 
politan statistical areas (MSAs) as defined in June 1984 
constitutes the metropolitan population. MSAs are defined 
by the Office of Management and Budget for use in the 
presentation of statistics by agencies of the Federal 
Government. An MSA is a geographic area consisting of 
a large population nucleus, together with adjacer.l com- 
munities which have a high degree of economic and 
social integration with that nucleus. The definitions 
,0 ] ! a boundary around each large city so as to 



include most or al! its suburbs. Entire counties form the 
MSA building blocks, except in New England where 
cities and towns are used. The former term SMSA was 
changed to MSA in 1983. 

An area qualifies for recognition as an MSA if (1) it 
includes a city of at least 50,000 population, or (2) it 
includes a Census Bureau-defined urbanized area of at 
least 50,000 with a total metropolitan population of at 
least 100,000 (75,000 in New England). In addition to 
the county containing the main city or urbanized area, 
an MSA may include other counties having strong 
commuting ties to the central county. If specified con- 
ditions are met, certain large MSAs are designated as 
consolidated MSA's (CMSA's) and divided into compo- 
nent primary MSA's (PMSA's). 

Nonmetropolitan areas. The territory outside metropol- 
itan statistical areas is referred to here as nonmetropol- 
itan. 

Central cities. The largest city in each MSA is always 
designated a central city. There may be additional 
central cities if specified requirements, designed to 
identify places of central character within the MSA, are 
met. Although the largest central cities are generally 
included in the title of the MSA, there may be central 
cities that are not part of the title. The balance of the 
MSA outside the central city or cities often is regarded 
as equivalent to "suburbs." 

Outside central cities. The ternary outside central 
cities of metropolitan statistical areas but within MSAs is 
referred to here as outside central cities or "suburban 
areas." 

Mobility status. A person is defined to be a mover if at 
anytime during the calendar year he/she changed address. 

Work experience. A person with work experience is 
one who, during the preceding calendar year, did any 
civilian work for pay or profit or worked without pay on a 
family-operated farm cr business at any time during the 
year, on a part-time or full-time basis. 

Year-round, full-time worker. A year-round, full-time 
worker is one who worked primarily at full-time (that is 
35 hours or more per week) civilian jobs for 50 weeks or 
more during the preceding calendar year. 

Income. The cash income concept used in this report 
includes the sum of all income received from any of the 
sources listed in figure B-1. Rebates, refunds, loans and 
capital gain or loss amounts from the sale of assets, and 
interhousehold transfers of cash such as allowances 
are not included. 

Accrued interest on individual Retirement Accounts, 
KEOGH retirement plans, and U.S. Savings bonds are 
also excluded. This definition differs somewhat from 
that used in the annuar income reports based on the 
March CPS income supplement questionnaire. The data 
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Table B-1. Income Sources Included in Monthly Cash income 



Earnings from Employment 
Wages and salary 
Nonfarm self-employment income 
Farm self-employment income 

Income from Assets (Property income) 
Regular/passbook savings accounts in a bank, savings and loan or credit union 
Money market deposit accounts 
Certificate of deposit 

NOW, Super NOW, or other interest-earning checking accounts 

Money market funds 

U.S. Government securities 

Municipal or corporate bonds 

Other interest-earning assets 

Stocks or mutual fund shares 

Rental property 

Mortgages 

Royalties 

Other financial investments 

Other Income Sources 
Social Security 

U.S. Government Railroad Retirement 

Federal Supplemental Security Income 

State Administered Supplemental Security Income 

State unemployment compensation 

Supplemental Unemployment Benefits 

Black Lung payments 

Worker's compensation 

State temporary sickness or disability benefits 

Employer or union temporary sickness policy 

Payments from a sickness, accident, or disability insurance policy purchased on your own 

Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), (ADC) 

General assistance or General relief 

Indian, Cuban, or Refugee assistance 

Foster child care payments 

Other welfare 

Child support payments 

Alimony payments 

Pensions from a company or union 

Federal Civil Service or other Federal civilian employee pensions 

U.S. M ; litary retirement 

National Guard or Reserve Forces retirement 

State government pensions 

Local government pensions 

Income from paid-up life insurance policies or annuities 
Estates and trusts 

Other payments for retirement, disability or survivors, G.I. Bill/VEAP education benefits 
Income assistance from a charitable group 

Other unemployment compensation (Trade Adjustment Act benefits, strike pay, other) 
Veterans' compensation or pensions 
Money from relatives or friends 
Lump sum payments 
Income from roomers or boarders 
National Guard or Reserve pay 
Incidental or casual earnings 
Jv> Other cash income not included elsewhere O %) 



Appendix C. Source and Accuracy of Estimates 



SOURCE OF DATA 

The SIPP universe is the noninstitutionalized resident 
population living in the United States. This population 
includes persons living in group quarters, such as 
dormitories, rooming houses, and religious group dwell- 
ings. Crew members of merchant vessels, Armed Forcas 
personnel living in military barracks, and institutionalized 
persons, such as correctional facility inmates and nurs- 
ing home residents, were not eligible to be in the survey. 
Also, U.S. citizens residing abroad were not eligible to 
be in the survey. Foreign visitors who work or attend 
school in this country and their families were eligible; all 
others were not eligible. With the exceptions noted 
above, persons who were at least 1 5 years of age at the 
time of the interview were eligible to be interviewed in 
the survey. 

The 1985 panel SIPP sample is located in 230 
primary sampling units (PSU's) each consisting of a 
county or a group of contiguous counties. Within these 
PSUs, expected clusters of two to four living quarters 
(LQ's) were systematically selected from lists of addresses 
prepared for ihe 1 980 decennial census to form the bulk 
of the sample. To account for LQ's built within each of 
the sample areas after the I980 census, a sample was 
drawn of permits issued for construction of residential 
LQ's up ur ' shortly before the beginning of the panel. 

In jurisdictbns that do not issue building permits, 
small land areas were sampled and the LQ's within were 
listed by field personnel and then subsampled. In addi- 
tion, sample LQ's were selected from a supplemental 
frame that included LQs identified as missed in the 1 0P D 
census and group quarters. 

The first interview was conducted during February, 
March, April, and May of 1985. Approximately one- 
fourth of the sample was interviewed in each of these 
months. Each sample person was visited every 4 months 
thereafter. At each interview, the reference period was 
the 4 months preceding the interview month. 

Approximately 17,800 living quarters were originally 
designated for the 1985 sample. At the first interview, 
interviews were obtained from the occupants of about 
13,400 of the 17,800 designated LQ's for the 1985 
panel. Most of the remaining 4,400 LQ's in the 1985 
panel were found to be vacant demolished, converted 
to nonresidential use, or otherwise ineligible for the 
survey. However, approximately 1 ,000 of the 4,400 LQ's 
for the 1985 panel were not interviewed because the 



occupants refused to be interviewed, r:ould not be found 
at home, were temporarily absent, or were otherwise 
unavailable. Thus, occupants of about 93 percent of ail 
eligible living quarters participated in the first interview 
of the survey. 

For subsequent interviews, only original sample per- 
sons (those interviewed in the first interview) and per- 
sons living with them were eligible to be interviewed. 
Original sample persons were followed if they moved to 
a new address, unless the new address was more than 
100 miles from a SIPP sample area. Then, telephone 
interviews were attempted. All first interview noninter- 
viewed households were automatically designated as 
noninterviews for all subsequent interviews. When orig- 
inal sample persons moved to remote parts of the 
country, moved without leaving a forwarding address or 
refused to be interviewed, additional noninterviews resulted. 

A person was classified as interviewed or noninter- 
viewed for the entire 1985 panel baser on the following 
definitions. Interviewed sample persons were defined to 
be 1) those for whom self or proxy responses were 
obtained for each reference month of all eight inter- 
views or 2) those for whom self or proxy responses were 
obtained for the first reference month of the panel and 
for each subsequent reference month until they were 
known to have died or moved to an ineligible address 
(foreign living quarters, institutions, or military barracks). 
Noninterviewrd persons were defined to be those for 
whom neither self nor proxy responses were obtained 
for one or more reference months of the eight interviews 
(but not because they were deceased or moved to an 
ineligible address). 

For longitudinal estimates, approximately 36,500 per- 
sons were counted as initially interviewed in the 1985 
panel. In the 1 985 panel weighting procedure, approxi- 
mately 23,000 persons were classified as interviewed. 
Persons who missed interviews due to the February 
1986 sample cut were not classified as noninterviews 
but were adjusted for in the weighting procedure by a 
special factor. The person nonresponse rate is esti- 
mated to be 37 percent for the entire 1985 panel. Some 
respondents did not respond to some of the questions; 
therefore, the overall nonresponse rate for some items, 
especially sensitive income and money related items, is 
higher than the person nonresponse rate. 

ESTIMATION 

Several stages of weight adjustments were involved 
in the estimation procedure used to derive the SIPP 
^rjgjtudinal person weights. Each person received a 
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SOURCE OF DATA 

The SIPP universe is the noninstitutionalized resident 
population living in the United States. This population 
includes persons living in group quarters, such as 
dormitories, rooming houses, and religious group dwell- 
ings. Crew members of merchant vessels, Armed Forcas 
personnel living in military barracks, and institutionalized 
persons, such as correctional facility inmates and nurs- 
ing home residents, were not eligible to be in the survey. 
Also, U.S. citizens residing abroad were not eligible to 
be in the survey. Foreign visitors who work or attend 
school in this country and their families were eligible; all 
others were not eligible. With the exceptions noted 
above, persons who were at least 1 5 years of age at the 
time of the interview were eligible to be interviewed in 
the survey. 

The 1985 panel SIPP sample is located in 230 
primary sampling units (PSU's) each consisting of a 
county or a group of contiguous counties. Within these 
PSUs, expected clusters of two to four living quarters 
(LQ's) were systematically selected from lists of addresses 
prepared for ihe 1 980 decennial census to form the bulk 
of the sample. To account for LQ's built within each of 
the sample areas after the I980 census, a sample was 
drawn of permits issued for construction of residential 
LQ's up ur ' shortly before the beginning of the panel. 

In jurisdictbns that do not issue building permits, 
small land areas were sampled and the LQ's within were 
listed by field personnel and then subsampled. In addi- 
tion, sample LQ's were selected from a supplemental 
frame that included LQs identified as missed in the 1 0P D 
census and group quarters. 

The first interview was conducted during February, 
March, April, and May of 1985. Approximately one- 
fourth of the sample was interviewed in each of these 
months. Each sample person was visited every 4 months 
thereafter. At each interview, the reference period was 
the 4 months preceding the interview month. 

Approximately 17,800 living quarters were originally 
designated for the 1985 sample. At the first interview, 
interviews were obtained from the occupants of about 
13,400 of the 17,800 designated LQ's for the 1985 
panel. Most of the remaining 4,400 LQ's in the 1985 
panel were found to be vacant demolished, converted 
to nonresidential use, or otherwise ineligible for the 
survey. However, approximately 1 ,000 of the 4,400 LQ's 
for the 1985 panel were not interviewed because the 



occupants refused to be interviewed, r:ould not be found 
at home, were temporarily absent, or were otherwise 
unavailable. Thus, occupants of about 93 percent of ail 
eligible living quarters participated in the first interview 
of the survey. 

For subsequent interviews, only original sample per- 
sons (those interviewed in the first interview) and per- 
sons living with them were eligible to be interviewed. 
Original sample persons were followed if they moved to 
a new address, unless the new address was more than 
100 miles from a SIPP sample area. Then, telephone 
interviews were attempted. All first interview noninter- 
viewed households were automatically designated as 
noninterviews for all subsequent interviews. When orig- 
inal sample persons moved to remote parts of the 
country, moved without leaving a forwarding address or 
refused to be interviewed, additional noninterviews resulted. 

A person was classified as interviewed or noninter- 
viewed for the entire 1985 panel baser on the following 
definitions. Interviewed sample persons were defined to 
be 1) those for whom self or proxy responses were 
obtained for each reference month of all eight inter- 
views or 2) those for whom self or proxy responses were 
obtained for the first reference month of the panel and 
for each subsequent reference month until they were 
known to have died or moved to an ineligible address 
(foreign living quarters, institutions, or military barracks). 
Noninterviewrd persons were defined to be those for 
whom neither self nor proxy responses were obtained 
for one or more reference months of the eight interviews 
(but not because they were deceased or moved to an 
ineligible address). 

For longitudinal estimates, approximately 36,500 per- 
sons were counted as initially interviewed in the 1985 
panel. In the 1 985 panel weighting procedure, approxi- 
mately 23,000 persons were classified as interviewed. 
Persons who missed interviews due to the February 
1986 sample cut were not classified as noninterviews 
but were adjusted for in the weighting procedure by a 
special factor. The person nonresponse rate is esti- 
mated to be 37 percent for the entire 1985 panel. Some 
respondents did not respond to some of the questions; 
therefore, the overall nonresponse rate for some items, 
especially sensitive income and money related items, is 
higher than the person nonresponse rate. 

ESTIMATION 

Several stages of weight adjustments were involved 
in the estimation procedure used to derive the SIPP 
^rjgjtudinal person weights. Each person received a 
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1 base weight equal to the inverse of his/her probability of 

■ selection. Two noninterview adjustment factors were 
I applied. One adjusted the weights of interviewed c<*r- 
I sons in interviewed households to account for houje- 
I holds which were eligible for the sample but could not 
I be interviewed at the first interview. The second was 
I applied to compensate for person noninterviews occur- 
I ring in subsequent interviews. The Bureau has used 
I complex techniques to adjust the weights for nonre- 
I sponse, but the success of these techniques in avoiding 
I bias is unknown. Another factor was applied to each 
I interviewed person's weight to account for the SIPP 
I sample areas not having the same population distribu- 
I tion as the straia from which they were selected. 

I An additional stage of adjustment to longitudinal 

I person weights was performed to reduce the mean 

I square error of the survey estimates. This was accom- 

I plished by bringing the sample estimates into agree- 

I ment with monthly Current Population Survey (CPS) 

I type estimates of the civilian (an j some military) nonin- 

I stitutional population of the United States by demo- 

1 graphic characteristics including age, sex, race, and 

I Hispanic ethnicity as of the specified control date. The 

I CPS estimates by age, race, sex, and Hispanic origin 

■ were themselves brought into agreement with estimates 
I from the 1980 decennial census which have been 
I adjusted to reflect births, deaths, immigration, emigra- 
I tion, and changes in the Armed Forces since 1980. 

I In weighting of the 1 985 pane!, two first stage factors 

I were incorrect. The impact of this error on primary SIPP 

I estimates is believed to be minimal. 

I The data for the longitudinal estimates provided in 

I the report are obtained from all eight interviews of the 

I 1985 panel of the Survey of Income and Program 

I Participation (SIPP). 

ACCURACY OF ESTIMATES 

I SIPP estimates rre based on a sample; they may 

I differ somewhat from the figures that would have been 
I obtained if a complete census had been taken using the 
I same questionnaire, instructions and enumerators. There 
are two types of errors possible in an estimate based on 
a sample survey: nonsampling and sampling. We are 
able to provide estimates of the magnitude of SIPP 
sampling error, but this is not true of nonsampling error. 
Found in the next sections are descriptions of sources 
of SIPP nonsampling error, followed by a discussion of 
sampling error, its estimation, and its use in data anal- 
ysis. 

Nonsampling variability. Nonsampling errors can be 
attributed to many sources, e.g., inability to obtain 
information about all cases in the sample. definit ; onal 
q '"'Acuities, differences in the interpretation of questions, 
ER^O bilit y or unwillingness on the part of the respondents 



to provide correct information, inability to recall informa- 
tion, errors made in collection such as in recording or 
coding the iata, errors made in processing the data, 
errors made in estimating values for missing data, 
biases resulting from the differing recall Deriods caused 
by the interviewing pattern used, and failure of all units 
in the universe to have some probability of being 
selected for the sample (undercoverage). Quality con- 
trol and edit procedures were used to reduce errors 
made by respondents, coders and interviewers. 

Undercoverage in SIPP results from missed living 
quarters and missed persons within sample house- 
holds. It is known A hat undercoverage varies with age, 
race, and sex. Generally, undercoverage is larger for 
males than for females end larger for Blacks than for 
non-Blacks. Ratio estimation to independent age-race- 
sex population controls partially corrects for the bias 
due to survey undercoverage. However, biases exist in 
the estimates to the extent that persons in missed 
households or missed pe:sons in interviewed house- 
holds have characteristics different from those of inter- 
viewed persons in the same age-race-sex group. Fur- 
ther, the independent population controls used have not 
been adjusted for undercoverage. 

Comparability with other estimates. Caution should 
be exercised when comparing data from this report with 
data from other SIPP publications or with data from 
other surveys. The comparability problems are caused 
by such sources as the seasonal patterns for many 
characteristics, different nonsampling errors, and differ- 
ent concepts and procedures. 

Sampling variability. Standard errors indicate the mag- 
nitude of the sampling error. They also partially measure 
the effect of some nonsampling errors in response and 
enumeration, but do net rr - - any systematic biases 
in the data. The standa^ errors for the most part 
measure the variations that occurred by chance because 
a sample rather than the entire population was sur- 
veyed. 

USES AND COMPUTATION OF STANDARD 
ERRORS 

Confidence intervals. The sample estimate and its 
standard error enable one to construct confidence 
intervals, ranges that would include the average result 
of all possible samples with a known probability. For 
example, if all possible samples were selected, each of 
these being surveyed under essentially the same con- 
ditions and using the same sample design, and if an 
estimate and its standard error were calculated from 
each sample, then: 

1. Approximately 68 percent of the intervals from one 
standard error below the estimate to one standard 
erro; above the estimate would include the average 
p g result of all possible samples. 
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2. Approximately 90 percent of the irtervals from 1.6 
standard errors beiow the estimate to 1 .6 standard 
errors above the estimate would include the aver- 
age result of all possible samples. 

3. Approximately 95 percent of the intervals from two 
standard errors below the estimate to two standard 
errors above the estimate would include the aver- 
age result of all possible samples. 

The average estimate derived from all possible sam- 
ples is or is not contained in any particular computed 
: nterval. However, for a particular sample, one can say 
with a specified confidence that the average estimate 
derived from all possible samples is included in the 
confidence interval. 

Hypothesis testing. Standard errors may also be used 
for hypothesis testing, a procedure for distinguishing 
between population characteristics using sample esti- 
mates. The most common types of hypotheses tested 
are 1) the population characteristics are identical versus 
2) they are different. Tests may be performed at various 
levels of significance, where a level of significance is the 
probability of concluding that the characteristics are 
different when, in fact, they are identical. 

All statements of comparison in the report have 
passed a hypothesis test at the 0.10 level of signifi- 
cance or better. This means that, for differences cited in 
the report, the estimated absohie difference between 
parameters is greater than 1.6 times the standard error 
of the difference. 

To perform the most common test, compute the 
difference X A - X B , where X A and X B are sample 
estimates of the characteristics of interest. A later 
section explains how to derive an estimate of the 
standard error of the difference X A - X B . Let that 
standard error be s DIFF . If X A - X B is between -1.6 times 
s DIFF and +1.6 times Sdiffi no conclusion about the 
characteristics is justified at the 10 percent significance 
level. If, on the other hand, X A - X B is smaller than -1.6 
times s DIFF or larger chan +1.6 times s D , FF , the observed 
difference is significant at the 10 percent level. In this 
event, it is commonly accepted practice to say that the 
characteristics are different. Of course, sometimes this 
conclusion will be wrong. Vvhen the characteristics are, 
in fact, the same, there is a 10 percent chance of 
concluding that they are different. 

Note that as more tests are performed, more errone- 
ous significant differences will occur. For example, at 
the 10 percent significance level, ; * 1u0 independent 
hypothesis tests are performeo in which there are no 
real differences, it is likely that about 10 erroneous 
differences will occur. Therefore, the significance of any 
single est chould be interpreted cautiously. 

Note concerning small estimates and small differ- 
q ~nccs. Summary measnres are shown in the report only 
i i/^tien the base is 200,000 or greater. Because of the 



large standard errors involved, there is little chance that 
estimates will reveal useful information when computed 
on a base smaller than 200,000. Also, nonsampling 
error in one or more of the small number of casec 
providing the estimate can cause large rr itive error in 
that particular estimate. Estimated numbers are shown, 
however, even though the relative standard errors of 
these numbers are larger than those tor the coi respond- 
ing percentages. These smaller estimates are provided 
primai ily to permit such combinations of the categories 
as serve each user's needs. Therefore, care must be 
taken in the interpretation of small differences since 
even a small amount of nonsampling error can cause a 
borderline difference to appear significant or not, thus 
distorting a seemingly valid hypothesis test. 

Standard error parameters and tables and their use. 

Most SIPP estimates have greater standard errors than 
those obtained through a simple random sample because 
clusters of ' ; ving quarters are sampled for the SIPP. To 
derive standard errors that would be applicable to a 
wide variety of estimates and could be prepared at a 
moderate cost, a number of approximations were required. 
Estimates with similar standard error behavior were 
grouped together and two parameters (denoted "a" and 
"b") were developed to approximate the standard error 
behavior of each group of estimates. Because the 
actual standard error behavior was not identical for all 
estimates within a group, the standard errors computed 
from these parameters provide an indication of the 
order of magnitude of the standard eror for any specific 
estimate. These "a" and "b" parameters vary by char- 
acteristic and by demographic subg:oup to which the 
estimate applies. Table C-1 provides Lase "a" and "b" 
parameters to be used for 1985 longitudinal panel 
estimates. 

For those users who wish further simplification, we 
have also provided general standard errors in tables C-2 
and C-3. Note that these standard errors must be 
adjusted by a factor from table C-1 . The standard errors 
resulting from this simplified approach are less accu- 
rate. Methods for using these parameters and tables for 
computation of standard errors are given in the follow- 
ing sections. 

Standard errors of estimated numbers. The approx- 
imate standard error, s x , of an estimated number of 
persons shown in this report can be obtained in two 
ways. 

It may be obtained by the use of the formula 

f x = fs t; 

where f is the appropriate "f factor from table C-1 and 
s is the standard error of the estimate obtained by 
interpolation front table C-2. Alternatively, s x mav he 
approximated by the formula 

* s x = Vax 2 + bx (2) 
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Table C-1. SIPP Generalized Variance Parameters for Estimates Using Panel Weights: 1985 Longitudinal 
r >ne! File 



Characteristic 


a 


b 


f factor 


TOTAL OR WHITE PERSONS 








16+ nrnnram nartirmfltinn and hpnpfifc and nnuortv f*3V 










-0.0001965 


33,468 


.90 




-0 0004134 


33!468 


!90 


Female 


-0.0003743 


33,468 


.90 


16+ income and labor force (4): 








Both sexes 


-0.0000669 


11,410 


.52 


Male 


-0.0001411 


11,410 


.52 




-0.0001276 


11,410 


.52 


All ntKs-..r^ /C\. 

ah others (o) 










-0.0001800 


41,497 


1.00 




-0 0003722 


41,497 


1.00 




-0 0003485 


41,497 


1.00 


BLACK PERS <JS 








Poverty (1): 








Both Sexes 


-0.0010347 


28,548 


.83 


Male 


-0.0022234 


28,548 


83 




-0.0019352 


28,548 


.83 


All others (2): 










-0.0005564 


15,351 


.61 


Male 


-0.0011956 


15,351 


.61 




-0,0010406 


15,351 


.61 



1 These parameters are to be used for all tabulat 1 jns not specifically covered by any other category in this table, e g . for retirement ana pension 
tabulations, for 0+ benefits, 0+ poverty, 0+ income, and 0+ labor force tabulations. 

Note:For crcos-*abuiations, apply the parameters of the category showing the smaller number in parentheses. 



Here x is the estimated number and "a" and "b" are the 
parameters associa f ed with the particular type of char- 
acteristic. Use o* formula (2) will provide more accurate 
results than the use of formula (1). 

Illustration. Suppose that we have a SIPP estimate of 
960,000 adults 18 years or over who were poor in 1985 
yet e> ed poverty in 1 986 and increased their weeks cr 
hours worked. The appropriate "a" and "b" parameters 
to use in calculating a standard error for the estimate 
are obtained from table C-1. They are a= -.3001965 
and b=^ 33,468, respectively. Using formula (2), the 
~* proximate standard error is 

V(-.0001965) (960,000) 2 + (33,468) (960,000) = 179,000 

The 90-percent confidence interval is from 674,000 to 
1,246,000. Therefore, a conclusion that the average 
estimate derived from all possible samples lies within a 
range computed in this way would be correct fo; roughly 
90 percent of all samples. 

Using formula (1), the appropriate "f" lactor (f = .90) 
from table C-1, and the appropriate standard error of the 
estimate from table C-2, the approximate standard error 
is 

s x = .90 (198,680) = 179,000 

Standard errors of estimated percentages. This sec- 
tion refers to the percentages of a group of persons 
essing a particular attribute such as *he percentage 
ERJ£ jrsons who were poor in the two-year reference 



period. The reliability of an estimated percentage com- 
puted using sample data for both numerator and denom- 
inator, depends upon both the size of the percentage 
and the size of the total upon which the percentage is 
based. Estimated percentages are relatively more reli- 
able than the corresponding estimates of the numera- 
tors of the percentages, particularly if the percentages 
are over 50 percent. For example, the percent of 
persons in poverty is more reliable than the estimated 
number of persons in poverty. When the numerator and 
denominator of the percentage have different parame- 
ters, use the parameter (and appropriate factor) U the 

Table C-2. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers 
of Persons for 1985 Longitudinal Panel 
File 

(Numbers in thousands) 



Size estimate 



20* . 

300 

600 

I, 000 .... 
2,000 
5,000 
8,000 

II, 000 .. 
1^,000... 
15,000... 
17,000... 



Standard 
error 



91 
112 
158 
203 
287 
451 

«d9 
713 
763 
808 



Size of estimate 



22,000 . 
26,000 . 
30,000 . 
50,000 . 
80,000 . 
100,000 
130,000 
150,000 
200,000 
220,000 
230,000 



Standard 
error 



909 
978 
1041 
1275 
1472 
1533 

152; 

1475 
1049 
646 
149 
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numerator. If proportions are presented instead of per- 
centages, ziote that the standard error of a proportion is 
equal to the standard error of the corresponding per- 
centage divided by 100. 

For the percentage of persons, the approximate 
standard error, s (xp) , of the estimated percentage, p, 
can be obtained by the formula 



*<x,p) 



= fs 



(3) 



where f is the appropriate "f" factor from table C-1 , and 
s is the standard error of the estimate obtained by 
interpolation from table C-3. Alternatively, it may be 
approximated by the formula 



p(100-p) 



(4) 



Here x is the base of the percentage, p is the percent- 
age (0 >p >100) and b is the "b" parameter associ- 
ated with the characteristic * the numerator. Use of this 
formula will give more accurate results than use of 
formula (3). 

Illustration, Suppose that 28 percent of the 3,602,000 
adults who exited poverty in 1 986 did not work in either 
1985 or 1986. Using formula (4) and the "b" parameter 
of 33,468 from table C-1, the approximate standard 
error is 



V 



/ 33,468 
3,682,000 



(28)(100-28> 



4.3 percent 



Consequently, the 90 percent confidence interval is 
from 21,1 to 34.9 percent. 

Standard error of a di v erence. The standard error of 
a difference between two sample estimates, x and y, is 
equal to 



S (x-y) — "V^x 



^7 



(5) 



where s x and s y are the standard errors of the estimates 
x and y. The estimates can be numbers, averages, 
percents, ratios, etc. The above formula assumes that 
the correlation coefficient, r, between the characteris- 
tics estimated by x and y is zero. If r is really positive 
(negative), then this assumption will result in a tendency 
towards overestimates (underestimates) of the true 
standard error. 

Illustration. Suppose that, 23.9 percent of the adults 
who exited poverty in 1986 increased their w~eks or 
hours worked, whereas, 28 percent of such adults did 
not work in either 1985 or 1986. Using the appropriate b 
parameter from table C-1 and formula (4), the standard 
errors of these percentages are approximately 4.1 per- 
cent and 4.3 percent, respectively. 

The standard error of the difference is computed 
using formula (5): 



V(4.1)* + (4.3) 2 = 5.9 percent 

Suppose that it is desired to test at the 10 percent 
significance level whether the above two percentages 
differ significantly. To perform the test, compare the 



Table C-3. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons for 1985 Longitudinal Panel File 



Base of estimated percentage 
(thousands) 


Estimated percentage 


1 or 99 


2 or 98 


5 or 95 


10 or 90 


25 or 75 


50 


200 


4.5 


6.4 


Q.9 


137 


19.7 


22.8 


300 


37 


5.? 


8.: 


11.2 


16.1 


1c 5 


600 


2.6 


3.7 


57 


7.9 


11.4 


3.1 


1,000 


2.0 


2.9 


4.4 


6.1 


8.8 


T 0.2 


2,000 


1.4 


2.0 


3.1 


4.3 


6.2 


7.2 


5,000 


09 


1.3 


2.0 


27 


39 


4.6 


8,000 


07 


10 


1.5 


22 


3.1 


3.6 


11,000 


0.6 


0.9 


1.3 


1.8 


27 


3.i 


13,000 


0.6 


08 


1.2 


17 


2.4 


2.8 


17,000 


05 


07 


1.1 


1.5 


2.1 


2.5 


22.000 


0.4 


0.6 


0.9 


1.3 


1.9 


2.2 


26,000 


0.4 


0.6 


0.9 


1.2 


1.7 


2.0 


30,000 


0.4 


0.5 


0.8 


1 1 


1.6 


1.9 


50,000 


0.3 


0.4 


0.6 


0.9 


1.2 


1.4 


80,000 


0.2 


0.3 


0.5 


07 


1.0 


1.1 


100,000 


0.2 


0.3 


0.4 


06 


0.9 


1.0 


130.0C0 


0.2 


0.3 


0.4 


0.5 


0.8 


0.9 


180,000 


P 


0.2 


0.3 


0.5 


07 


0.8 


200,000 


„ ) 


0.2 


0.3 


0.4 


0.6 


0.7 


220,000 


0.1 


0.2 


0.3 


0.4 


0.6 


07 


230,000 


0.1 


0.2 


0.3 


0.4; 


0.6 


0.7 
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difference of 4.1 percent to the product of 1.6 x 5.9 = 
9.4 percent. Since the perrent difference is smaller than 
1.6 times tht standard error of the difference, the data 
do not support the hypothesis that the two percent 
estimates are significantly different at tne 10 percent 
level. 

Siandard errors of ratios of means and medians. 

The standard error for a ratio of means or medians is 
approximated by: 

*-V(f)W-(*)7 < 6 » 

where x and y are means or medians, and s x and s y are 
their associated standard errors. Formula 6 assumes 
that the means or medians are not correlated. If the 
correlation between the population means or medians 



estimated by x and y are actually positive (negative), 
then this procedure will tend to produce overestimates 
(underestimates) of the true standard error for the ratio 
of means or medians. 

Illustration. Suppose the SIPP estimate of Black-to- 
Vhite median family i'.come per person in 1986 is .62. 
Also, suppose that the ledian family income per person 
and its corresponding standard error are $17,822 and 
$669, respectively, for the Blacks; and $28,962 and 
$474, respectively, for the Whites. 

Using formula (6), the standard error for this ratio is 
approximated by: 

fx «\ // 17,822 \* r ✓ 669 v 3 / 474 \5i 

y= V [{rr&z) + J-025 



ERIC 
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Appendix D. Description of SIPP 1985 Panel File 
and Data Quality 



DESCRIPTION OF SIPP 1985 PANEL FILE 

The estimates presented in this report are based on 
the second SIPP panel file. This file contains monthly 
data for persons over a 32-month period (28-month 
period for the first rotation group). The staggered SIPP 
design (described in appendix A) means that the actual 
reference periods are January 1985 to April 1987, 
October 1984 to May 1987, November 1984 to Juno 
1987, and December 1984 to July 1987. The period 
covered by the 1985 longitudinal panel file consists of 
32 interview months (eight interviews) for rotations 2 3, 
and 4. Rotation 1 has only 28 interview months (seven 
interviews). Data from all four rotation groups are avail- 
able only for the reference period January 1 985 through 
April 1987. 

Eac* person in the panel file has been assigned 
three weights: a weight for calendar year 1985, a weight 
for calendar year 1986, and a weight for the 28- or 



32-month reference period. In order to receive a non- 
zero weight, a person must have an observation for 
each month of the relevant reference period (in this 
report, 1985 and 1986) or have a complete set of 
observations up until the time he or she died or became 
nstitutionalized. The data shown in this report are 
affected if characteristics of persons with an incomplete 
set of observations differed from those with a complete 
set. 

Table D-1 shows three categories of sample persons 
by sex, age anu program participation status. The 
numbers in the table are unit counts; they are not 
weighted. The category "complete set of interviews 
obtained" includes 23,093 persons, but 651 of these 
persons died or were institutionalized during the 32- 
month reference period. The next category, 'Inter- 
viewed in first wave, left sample for reasons other than 
death or institutionalization" includes 13,620 persons. 
The final category includes 6,277 persons who were not 



Table D-1. Percent Distribution: Three Categories of Sample Persons 







Interviewed 'n first wave, 


Not l member of sample 


Characteristic 




left sample for reasons 


household during first wave, 


Complete set of 


other than death or 


interview obtained in second 




interviews obtained 1 


institutionalization 


or later waves 


Total 


23,093 


13,620 


6,277 




(100.0) 


(100.0) 


(100.0) 


Sex: 








Male 


47.5 


48.4 


50 4 




52.5 


51 6 


49.6 


Age at first interview: 








Under 18 years 


28.4 


27.2 


35.0 


Under 6 years 


10.1 


9.1 


21.7 


1 8 to 24 years 


10.2 


14.2 


24.4 


25 to 44 years 


29.6 


30.3 


26.5 


45 to 64 years 


19.6 


19.0 


11.1 


65 years and ove* 


12.2 


9.4 


3.1 




4.6 


3.6 


1.1 


Program participation, first month in sample: 








Persons 18 years and over 


16,530 


9,909 


4,082 




(100.0) 


(100.0) 


(100.0) 


Participated en major assistance program 


i.8 


9.0 


9.7 


AFDC or general assistance 


2.1 


2.7 


3.1 


Food stamps 


4.7 


4.8 


4.7 


Medicaid 


5.0 


4.8 


5.3 


Public /subsidised housing 


3.0 


3.1 


2.4 


SSI 


2.2 


1.5 


1.6 


Did not participate 


91.2 


91.0 


90.3 



includes 651 persons who died or were institutionalized during the 32-month period. 
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a member of a SIPP household during the first wave of 
interviews, but who subsequently Lecame v . member of 
a sample household. 

A comparison of the first two columns shows the 
characteristics of those who completed the full set of 
interviews are reasonably close to the characteristics of 
those who dropped out of the sample. The major 
differences in the age distribution are for young adults 
and for he elderly. Young adults are underrepresented 
and the elderly are overrepresented in the group of 
persons v/ho completed th3 full set of interviews. The 
data in table D-1 are, as noted, unweighted, and any 
potential problem caused by unrepresentative age dis- 
tributions are minimized when the file is weighted to 
independent controls. 

TIME-IN-SAMPLE BIAS 

The use of the panel file to obtain estimates for 1985 
and 1986 raises the issue of time-in-sample bias. There 
is ample evidence that certain measures vary according 
to the number of times the respondent has been visited. 
In the CFS, for example, the measured unemployment 
rate is always higher for the grt/jp of households being 
interviewed for the first time than for the groups being 
interviewed tor the second or later times. 

Time-in-sample bias arises when a person's response 
to a survey question (or the interviewer's method of 
asking a question) is influenced by what occurred in a 
previous visit. The overlapping SIPP sample design 
provides the data that allows for an examination of the 
presence of time-in-sample bias in SIPP estimates. That 
is, it is possible in SiPP to obtain estimates for a given 
time period from two or mo^e separate panels and the 
amount of time respondents will have spent in the SIPP 
panel will differ for each of the panels. For example, 
estimates for each of the four quarters of 1 986 can be 
obtained from both the 1934 and 1985 panels (respon- 
dents in the 1984 will have had more visits). 

The quarterly estimates in table D-2 are shown for 
the four quarters of 1985 and for the first quarter of 
1986. Estimates from each panel file are shown sepa- 
rately for comparison. The estimates shown are of 
median income of nomarm households, number of 
households receiving Social Security or Railroad Retire- 
ment, number of households receving food stamps, 
and number of households with low monthly income. 

The figures in table D-2 provide very little evidence 
regarding the existence of time-in-sample bias for sev- 
eral reasons. First, most of the observed differences are 
smaller than the differences that could be explained by 
sampling error. Second, a single observation is not 
sufficient to identify a pattern of bias. Third, differences 
may be attributab ! e to attrition bias rather than time-in- 
sample bias. In spite of these qualifications, however, 
-n^ 5erved relationships offer some reason to be 



cautious in interpreting the differences that have been 
presented earlier in this report— both the differences 
between CPS and SIPP estimates and the differences 
between the 1 984 and 1 985 estimates that were obtained 
from the SIPP. 

OTHER ISSUES OF DATA QUALITY 

Two major determinants of the quality of income data 
collected in household surveys are the magnitude of 
missing responses and the accuracy of the responses 
that are provided. This appendix has been included tr< 
supply information concerning nonresponse rates for 
selected income questions, the average amounts of 
income reported in the survey or assigned in the impu- 
tation of missing responses, and the extent to which the 
survey figures underestimate numbers of income recip- 
ients and amounts of income received. 

Nonresponse in this discussion refers to missing 
responses to specific questions or "items" on the 
questionnaire. Noninterviews or complete failure to obtain 
cooperation from any household member have not 
been considered in this examination of nonresponse 
rates. Adjustments to account for noninterviews are 
made by proportionally increasing the survey weights of 
interviewed households. Missing responses to specific 
questions are assigned a value in the imputation phase 
of the data processing operation. 

Nonresponse is a very important factor in assessing 
the quality of survey data. Nonresponses to income 
questions cannot be considered random since experi- 
ence has shown that persons with the highest nonre- 
sponse rates have reported characteristics such as 
education levels and occupations that, in general, differ 
from population averages. The most frequent causes of 
nonresponse are the inability of the respondent to 
answer the question because of either a 1) lack of 
knowledge or 2) refusal to answer. The first reason is 
especially important in situations of proxy resoonse 
when one household member answers questions for 
another household member not present at the time of 
the interview. The practice of accepting proxy interviews 
from household members deemed "qualified" to answer 
is a standard procedure in the CPS and most other 
surveys conducted by the Bureau. During the eight 
interviews of the SIPP 1985 panel, an average of 36 
percent of the interviews were taken from proxy respon- 
dents. 

Nonresponses are assigned values prior to produc- 
ing estimates from the survey data. The procedure used 
to assign or impute responses for missing data for SIP! 
are of a type commonly referred to as a "hot deck" 
imputation method. This process assigns values reported 
in the survey by respondents to nonrespondents. The 
respondent from whom the value is taken is termed the 
"donor." Values from donors are stored in a matrix 
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Table D-2. Selected Monthly Averages, by Quarter: 1984 ana 1985 SIPP Cross-Sectional Files 



Characteristic 


Source of estimate 


i 

1984 panel to 
1985 panel 


1 984 panel 


Standard error 


1985 panel 


Standard error 


Median income of nonfarm households: 












i9ob, quarter 1 


$1,811 


$20 


$1,790 


$21 


101 




1,861 


21 


1,838 


22 


1 02 




1,858 


22 


1,855 


23 


1 00 




1,891 


22 


1,886 


24 


1.00 


4f\f%& ^_ . . _ _ _ ^ 


1,887 


22 


1,697 


24 


0.99 


Number of households receiving Social Security or 












Railroad Retirement (thous.): 












1985, quarter 1 


23,821 


385 


23,559 


403 


1.01 


1985, auarter2 


23,955 


386 


23,781 


405 


1.01 


1985, quarter 3 


23,938 


386 


23,838 


405 


1.00 


1985, quarter 4 


23,854 


385 


23,929 


405 


1.00 


1986, quarter 1 


23,867 


305 


24,145 


407 


0.99 


Number o* households receiving food stamps 










(thot's.): 














6,230 


223 


5,999 


229 


1.04 


i noc a, ,a ^ o 


5,955 


218 


5,808 


226 


1.03 


i noc a, ,a a » o 


5,886 


217 


5£24 


223 


1.05 


1985, quarter 4 


5,839 


216 


5,676 


224 


1.03 


1986, quarter 1 


5,965 


218 


5,800 


226 


1.03 


Number of households with low monthly income 












(thous.): 












1985, quarter 1 


10,9?2 


286 


11,586 


308 


0.94 


1985, quarter 2 


10,783 


285 


10,929 


300 


0.99 


1985, quarter 3 


10,872 


286 


11,088 


302 


0.98 


1985, quarter 4 


10,688 


284 


10,978 


301 


0.97 


1986, quarter 1 


10,878 


286 


10,890 


300 


1.00 



defined by demographic and economic data available 
for both donors and nonresponder.ts. Each cell of the 
matrix defines a unique combination of demographic 
and economic characteristics. For example, the impu- 
tation of an amount for monthly wage and salary income 
is based on eight different variables. These were i ) 
occupation, 2) sex, 3) age, 4) race, 5) educate,. di 
attainment, 0) weeks worked, 7) usual hours worked per 
week, and 8) place of residence. 

The second important determinant of data quality 
and probably the one examined most closely by users of 
the income data collected in household surveys is the 
accuracy of reported (and imputed) amounts. In gen- 
eral, household surveys have a tendency to underesti- 
mate trie number of persons receiving income and the 



average amount received. These problems result for a 
variety of reasons including random response error, 
misreporting of sources of income, failure to report the 
receipt of income from a specified source, and failure to 
report the full amount received. The net effect of these 
kinds of problems is, for most income types, underesti- 
mation or underreporting of income amounts. The extent 
of underreporting is measured by comparing survey 
estimates with independently derived estimates, usually 
based on administrative data that are, generally, more 
reliable than the estimates derived from the survey. It 
should be noted that the independent estimates are 
subject to errors themselves. In addition, independent 
estimates do not reflect income attributable to the 
"underground" economy, some of which may be reported 
in the survey. 
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WHAT'S YOUR LINE? 



It's ONLINE! 



NOW whatever you do, wherever you go, we've got data for you. 
In more depth than ever— 



CENDATA — tr Census Bureau's online system— instantly 
provides the facts you need for decisions in virtually every area. 
It covers everything from ingots to elections, from rental vacancies 
to retail sales, from median family income to milk cows in Minnesota. 




You can access CENDATA through DIALOG Information 
Services, !nc. (800) 334-2564 or CompuServe (800) 848-8199. 
Or call the Census Bureau on (301) 763-2074 for more 
information. 

Mnwy key statistics are just a phone call away. 
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